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The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

0 Thou God of mercy and of justice, 
fn these glad days for which our anxious 
souls have waited in an agony of hope 
deferred, we are humbly grateful that 
Thou art using -our imperfect hands to 
loose the bonds of wickedness, to undo 
the heavy burdens, to let the oppressed 
go free, to break every yoke of oppres
sion. We thank Thee that in this hour 
the embattled souls of those whose bodies 
sleep where white crosses keep their vigil 
are marching under banners of trimnph 
their valor hath brought to pass. 

For the clean air of freedom that at 
last is blowing through the putrid prisons 
of satanic cruelty, we bless Thy holy 
name; who by human swords bathed in 
heaven hast thundered Thy righteous 
sentence, "Let my people go." 

We thank Thee that Thou hast allowed 
our grateful eyes to see truth, crushed 
to earth by cruel might, .rising in splen
dor again; while error and falsehood, 
wounded and writhing in deserved pain, 
dies among its worshipers. Amid the 
wrecks of ancient systems in this con· 
fused day, make us worthy in our mo
tives and desires to help lead toward the 
promised land of a loftier life for oi1r 
children and a cleaner and fairer world 
for all the peoples of the earth. In the 
Redeemer's name, we ask it. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. HILL, and by unani· 
mous consent, the reading of the Jour
nal of the proceedings of the calendar 
day Thursday, May 3, 1945, was dis· 
pensed with, and the journal was ap
proved. 
POST-WAR RECONVERSION - CORRE· 

SPONDENCE BETWEEN HON. 0. MAX 
GARDNER AND THE LATE PRESIDENT 
ROOSEVELT 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask to 
have printed in the RECORD at this point 
a copy of a letter addressed to the late 
President Roosevelt, un.der date of April 
5, by the Honorable o. Max Gardner, 
chairman of the Advisory Board, Office 
of War Mobilization and Reconversion, 
which letter was written on behalf of the 
Board; also a copy of the late Presi
dent Roosevelt's reply to Governor 
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Gardner's letter, and a-copy of a letter 
from the Honorable Jonathan Daniels, 
secretary to the President, ·with refer
ence to the late President's letter to Gov
ernor Gardner. I might say, that, to my 
mind, this correspondence is of historic 
significance, particularly at this time 
when we know we have before us the very 

. great and challenging problem of recon
version. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Alabama? 

There being no objection, the cor
respondence was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows; 

OFFICE OF WAR MOBILIZATION 
AND RECONVERSION, 

Washington, D. C., April 5, 1945.. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 

The White House, 
Washington, D. C. 

·DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: As chairman of the 
Advisory Board of the Office of War Mo
bilization and Reconversion I have been di
rected by resolution to transmit to you the 
communication which follows here. 

The Advisory Board of the Office of War 
Mobilization and Reconversion, created by 
Congress, appointed by you, and confirmed 
by . the Senate, assembled this day at the 
White House, respectfully submits to you 
the following message: 

We have expressed publicly our profound 
regret at the resignation of Justice Byrnes 
from the dire~torship of this office, . and we 
here express our highest confidence in Judge 
Vinson, whom you have nominated as his 
successor. It is fortunate that in great 
crises our Nation produces public -servants 
such as these. 

Events of recent days have given us a 
sense of special concern about our respon
sibilities. The membership of the Adv,isory 
Board appointed to represent the public 
interest includes members experienced in the 
affairs of business, management, labor, and 
agriculture. It ·is the immediate responsi· 
bility of the Board, in these critical mo
ments, to bring to the director by advice 
and recolllmendations its best thoughts and 
assistance, reflecting the views of the differ
ent economic groups and the opinions and 
feelings of the people throughout the 
country. 

Reports from the battlefields of Europe 
make it clear that the days of the Nazi 
tyranny are numbered. There will remain 
the grim necessity of intensive prosecution 
of the Japanese war. With that nothing 
must interfere. 

Yet military victories will be hollow, 
empty of meaning, if we fail in rebuilding a · 
peacetime economy far stronger and more 
productive than we have had before. In a 
shattered world, our Nation's success or 
failure in post-war readjustment may well 
determine whether the world can achieve a 
stable peace and security. If we-with vast 
resources and undamaged industrial facili• 
ties--can provide full employment in the 
United States for all those willing and able 
to work, we can fulfill our economic commit-

ments in supplies and machinery to other 
nations for · their reconstruction. We will 
then be able to carry out the responsibili
ties that lie in the proposals developed in 
international conferences at Hot Springs, 
Dum barton Oaks, and Bretton · Woods. 

By magnificent cooperation of industry, 
labor, and farmers on the home front we have 
achieved unprecedentedly high levels of war
time production, income, and employment. 
National solvency itself demands the main
tenance of those high levels of production, 
income, and employment in the reconversion 
period and into the peacetime economy. The 
N~tion has demonstrated that we can do this 
for war. We can and must do it for peace. 
In achieving it, the aspirations of the people 
of this Nation and of the world will find their 
fulfillment. 

These obs.ervations lead us to the follow
ing firm convictions: 

1. That full employment can and will be 
attained here in th!:l United States. 

2. That it can be achieved under our sys
tem of competitive free enterprise. In the 
conversion period, bold ventures by all our 
citizens are necessary and the role of govern
ment must be positive. This does not call 
for any compromise with traditional Ameri.· 
can institutions and relations of govern
ment, labor, business, and agriculture. 

3. That the full use of our resources of. ma
terials and manpower can produce a na
tional income which, properly distributed, 
will bring about sound and stable business 
and industrial activity, higher real wages, 
better health, ~ousing, and education for all. 

4. That the veterans returning when war 
is finally at an end will then find a respected 
and secure place in the economi.c life of the 
Nation. 

5. That this Nation can and will in that 
way help the needy in devastaj;ed lands 
abroad to alleviate their misery and enable 
them again to provide for themselves. 

These convictions constitute our declara
tion of faith in the future of the Nation. It 
is our firm purpose to do our best toward 
translating that faith into accomplishment 
as the foundation stone of world peace. We 
believe and know that it can be done. To 
this end we pledge our best efforts toward 
the preparation of a broad program of public 
and private action at the earliest possible 
time. 

It is ·therefore our sincere and earnest de
sire to serve Director Vinson and our country 
in every possible way within the powers of 
our official capacity and as representatives 
of the public. 

With high regards, believe me, 
Sincerely yours, 

0 . MAX GARDNER, 
Chai rman. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, April 6, 1945. 

Han. 0 . MAx GARDNER, 
Chairman of the Advisory Board 

of the Office of War Mobilization 
~,; and Reconversion, • 

Washington, D. C • . 
DEAR MAx: . I am deeply grateful to the 

Advisory Board of the Office of War Mobiliza
tion and Reconversion for its expression of 
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faith, both in our war effort and in the neces
sity that our certain victory mean at home a 
peacetime economy far more abundant a_nd 
productive than we have ever had before. 
You know how completely I agree. I want 
you to know also how much I appreciate the 

, agreement of such Americans as compose 
your board. 
· We have been fortunate in finding in Jus
tice Byrnes and Judge Vinson public servants 
equ~l to our great tasks. They emphasize, as 
do the members of your board, that there has 
been no shrinkage in the stature and the 
spirit of the American. Indeed, I am sure 
that Americans who have done so much in 
the winning of the war have no doubt that 
we can give victory the rich meaning of full 
employment in the United States and of as· 
sist ance to other nations in their reconstruc
t ion. Victory without the use for abun
dance of the powers we have developed in 
production for war would be, indeed, a hollow 
victory. · 
. We must plan security and abundance to

gether. Such a stronger American econ
omy will be essential to carry out the respon
sibilities that lie in plans made at Bretton 
Woods, Hot Springs, and Dumbarton Oaks. 
Similarly, abundance at home depends upon 
organization for order and security in the 
world. 

America is fortunate to have such a reaffir
mation of the uninterrupted tradition of an 
advancing America enunciated by men who 
represent great organizations of labor, indus
try, and agriculture working together with 
others who represent the public. As such 
Americans chosen by the President and. con
firmed by the Senate, you have well stated 
the program by which we fight a victorious 
war and seek a meaningful peace. 

Very sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN D. RooSEVELT. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, April 21, 1945. 

Hon. 0. MAX GARDNER, 
Chai rman, .Advisory Board, . 

Office of war Mobi l izati on and 
Reconversion, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR GOVERNOR GARDNER: The letter Which 

the President wrote to you in answer to your 
communicat ion as Chairman of the Advisory 
Board of the. Office of War Mobilization and 
Reconversion was the -last statement officially 
issued by him with regard to his hopes and 
plans for reconversion. It was also, so far as 
our files disclose, the last statement of any 
sort which the President made on this sub
ject. 

I am happy, as I know your board is, that 
your communication gave the President the 
opportunity to make this final statement 
about the directions in which he hoped to 
see this Nation move in the great tasks at 
home which lie before us. 

Sincerely, 
JONATHAN DANIELS, 

Secretary to the President. 

VICTORY IN EUROPE-LIBERATION OF 
NORWAY . 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, when the 
glad news came this morning I issued two . 
brief releases which I ask to have printed 
in the RECORD. One release relates to the 
victory in Europe, and the other to the 
liberation of Norway. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the Sen
ator from Wisconsin? 

There being no objection, the releases 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD# · 
as follows: 

SENATOR WILEY HAILS VE-DAY 
Victory has come in EUrope. The newt 

sends a thrill to every American heart. It 
stirs the deepest of pride in every American 

breast. The hour for which we and our allies 
have longed, for which we have sweated and 
sacrificed these long years, is now at hand. 

We have completed the long hard road to 
victory in the old world. This road was paved 
on the western and eastern fronts with our 
blood and treasure and that of our allies. In 
the west, it began by the American invasion 
of north Africa. It continued through Sicily, 
Italy, Normandy, the Siegfried Line, the 
Rhine, the Ruhr, and now to the last fallen 
fortress of the foe. 

I congratulate the American people. I sa
lute the citizens of the 48 States, particu
larly those of our State of Wisconsin, whose 
contribution to victory I know best. I pay 
tribute to our fighting Badger sons and 
daughters. To our farmers for their m ag
n ificent food production. To our industrial 
management and labor for their mountains 
of' weapons, vehicles, and supplies. To the 
thousands in the trades and professions who 
carried on in every community. And to our 
parents, wives, and sweethearts who have so 
patiently borne the anxiety, the strain of 
separation from their loved ones in the armed 
services. I pay this sincere tribute to them 
all, in this, their hour, our hour, of triumph. 

Yet, now we pause in reverent respect for 
the past and the future. 

We pause in devoted memory to those of 
our own who gave their lives, their health, 
that this day might come to pass. We con
template with sadness the untold millions of 
civilians and combatants among the other 
United Nations who have perished in the 
European and Mrican struggle. We pray for 
divine aid that may lessen the sacrifices still 
to be made in the Pacific. We pray, too, for 
divine guidance that will assure that all of 
these sacrifices have not been in vain. 

VE-day has come. Now if we resume our 
posts and carry on with renewed energy and 
r ededicated purpose, VJ (victory in J apan) 
day will not be far dist ant. And, too, if our 
hearts are pure, our minds clear, and vision 
far seeing, there shall come one day soon 
VP-day, a day of the victory of the peace, a 
just and enduring peace. 

We have paved a highway to victory across 
Europe with blood and treasure. We are still 
paving the h ighway to victory in the Pacific 
with blood and treasure. We must, lastly, 
pave a highway to a righteous and workable 
peace wit h faith and realism. We must fulfill , 

·the word of old in the Book of Books: "And 
the highway shall be there, and a way, and 
it shall .be called the Way of I;Ioliness." 

SENATOR WILEY'S STATEMENT ON NORWAY 
Norway is free. 
Norwegian men and women-yes, and even 

children-have never relented in their deter
mined battle for the ideals which they and 
we know to be right. 

No nation has more justly deserved the 
fruit s of freedom than Norway. The Nor
wegian underground has been a guide to the 
resist ance movements of other occupied 
countries, and God has guided the Norwegian 
underground. In the air over Europe, in the 
seas about Europe, and on European battle
fields, Norwegian fighting men have helped to 
speed the common victory. Norway has 
earned her place of honor in the community 
of free nations. 

Norway is free? 
No; rather Norway remains free while the 

invaders have surrendered. Norway, the cou
rageous, was temporarily occupied. , But Nor
way never has been conquered. 

THE PROBLEM OF A'ITAINING WORLD 
PEACE 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, the world 
is faced with the problem how to stop war 
from occurring a generation from now. 
To keep America out of war we will have 
to find the way to keep the world frea 
from · war. YV.e have tried many ways. 

We have tried treaties and pacts, and 
they have not done the job. We have 
tried disarmament, and it has not done 
the job. We have tried isolation, saying 
we will not fight, and that has not done 
the job. And just before we got into this 
war we tried embargoes, and that did not 
do the job. Then we lifted the embargo 
and that did not keep us out of war. 

Now it is the problem of all humanity 
to find the way. We know that mere in
strumentalities will not do the job. The 
finest mechanism that we can create at 
San Francisco will not by itself do the 
job. There must be back of it · the will 
and the purpose and the desire of the 
contracting nations to fulfill the obliga
tions of the pact, and we must find the 
way to see that that will and purpose 
shall obtain definitely and continuously 
in the yeats ahead . 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
having proceeded to reconsider the joint 
resolution <H. J. Res. 106) to amend sec
tion l> (k) of the Selective 'Fraining and · 
Service Act of 1940, as amended, with 
respect to the deferment of registrants 
engaged in agricultural occupations or 
endeavors essential to the war effort, re:. 
turned by the President of the United 
States with his objection, to the House 
of Representatives, in which it origi
nated, and it was resolved that the joint 
resolution do not pass, two-thirds of the 
House of Representatives not agreeing 
to pass the same. . 

The message informed the Senate that 
.Mr. FERNANDEZ had been appointed a 
manager on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1307) 
for the relief of Continental Casualty 
Co., a corporation, and Montgomery City 
Lines, Inc., vice Mr. CoMBS, resigned. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the following bill and 
joint. resolution, in which it requested 
the concurrence of. the Senate: 

H. R . 694. A bill to amend section 321, title 
III, part II, Transportation Act of 1940, with 
respect to the movement of Government 
traffic; and 

H. J. Res. 177. Joint resolution repealing a 
portion of the appropriation and contract 
authorization available to the Maritime Com
mission. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the Speaker h ad affixed his signature to 
the enrolled bill <S. 906) granting a 
franking privilege to Anna Eleanor 
Roosevelt, and it was signed by the Pres~. 
ide~t pro tempore. . 

VE-DAY STATEMENT BY SENATOR 
O'DANIEL 

Mr. O'DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD at this point as a part of my 
remarks a VE-day statement which I 
have today released to · the press and 
radio. 

There ·being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

The prayers of millions of people through
out this world are being answered. One 
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phase of this most horrible of all wars lf? 
coming to an end. 

We are profoundly thankful for this vic
tory, but as the thunderous blasts of the 
mighty weapons of death and destruction 
fade .into silence in Europe, let us not relax 
our vigilance and our efforts. The mighty 
task of finishing this war and rebuilding this 
shattered world, physically, economically, so
cially, and spiritually, will tax the brain a_nd 
brawn of all peoples of all nations for many 
generations. 

The . peace-loving peoples of the whole 
world extend sympathy and condolence to 
the broken-hearted relatives of loved ones 
who made the supreme sacrifice in th'is fight 
for freedom. We also acknowledge our debt 
of gratitude to the returning heroes, many 
of whom are broken in body and health, and 
pledge to them the care and kindness which 
they so richly deserve. And to those who 
fight on to final victory and to the mainte
nance of world peace we renew our pledge 
of unstinted loyalty and all-out support to 
the last ounce of our ability and resources. 

And, last but not least, if we are to keep 
faith with those who died, we come face to 
face with the supreme task of building a 
permanent world peace structure, so st~ong 
and secure, that no man or band of men 
can ever again plunge the peoples of this 

·earth into war. To all those brave heroes 
ho fought for the cause of freedom, and 

especially to those who made the supreme 
sacrifice, we who live owe that obligation, 
and in their memory, and with God's guid
ance, we must and we shall carry on until 
that goal is reached. 

CONDOLE.'NCES ON DEATH OF FRANKLIN 
D. ROOS~LT · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be
fore the Senate a letter from the Chief, 
Division of Protocol, Department bf 
State, transmitting a telegram from the 
American Ambassador td Yugoslavia, ex
.pressing condolences of the Anti-Fascist 
Council of National Liberation. of Yugo
·slavia on the death of the former Presi
dent of the United States Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. _ 

He also laid before the Senate resolu
tions adopted by the Democratic State 
Committee meeting in Dover, and the 

·Jewish Federation of D·elawar:e, Wilming
·ton, both in the State of Delaware, ex
pressing condolences on the death of the 
former President of the United States 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid 
before the Senate the following letters, 
which were referred as · indicated: 

BIRTHDAY OF SIMON BOLIVAR 

A letter .from the Acting Secretary of 
State, transmitting a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the Repub-· 
lie ·of Cuba, inviting the Congress of the 
United States to send a delegation to par
ticipate in a birthday tribute to Simon 
Bolivar at Caracas, Venezuela, on July 
24, 1945 (with accompanying papers) ; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

PERSONNE.'L REQUffiEMENTS 

A letter from the Assistant to the Sec
retary of Commerce, transmitting, pur
suant to law, a revised estimate of per..
sonnel requirements for the Office of the 
Secretary of Commerce, for the quarter 

·ending June 30, 1945 <with an accom
panying paper); to the Committee on 
Civil Service. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 

. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a list of papers and documents on 
the files of several departments and 
agencies of the Government which are 
not needed in the conduct of business 
and have no permanent value or his
torical interest, and requesting action 
looking to their disposition <with accom
panying papers); to a Joint Select Com
mittee on the Disposition of Papers in 
the Executive Departments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore ap
pointed Mr. BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER 
members of the committee on the part 
of the S:mate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, . or presented, and referred as 
indicated: 

By the PRESIDENT pro tempore: 
A joint resolution of the Legislature of the 

State of California; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

"Assembly Joint Resolution 36 
"Joint rewlution relative to making Presi

dent Roosevelt's birthday, January 30, a 
legal holiday 
"Whereas our beloved President, Franklin 

Delano Roosevelt, has been called by Provi
dence to the Great Beyond; and 

"Whereas his birthday, January 30, has 
long been a day devoted to a part of his many 
humanitarian efforts; and 

"Whereas it is fitting and appropriate that . 
January 30 should be declared a national hol
iday to be known as Roosevelt's Birthday in 
respect to the memory of Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the Assembly and Senate of 
the State of California (jointly), That the 
Legislature of the State of California respect
fully memorializes the President .and the Con
gress of the United States to declare January 
30 a national holiday to be known as Roose
velt Birthday; and be it further 

''Resolved, That the chief clerk of the as
sembly be hereby directed to transmit copies 
of this resolution to the President and Vice 
President of the United States, to the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, and to each 
Senator and Representative from California 
in the Congress of the United States." 

A joint resolution o! the Legislature of 
the State of California; to the Committee 
on Finance: 

"Assembly Joint Resolutlon 35 
"Joint resolution relative to income and re

so~rces of recipients of aid to the aged and 
of aid to the blind 
"Whereas that provision of subdivision (a) 

of section 2 of title I of the Social Security 
Act which provides that 'a State plan for 
old-age assistance must • • • provide 
that the State agency shall, in determining 
neeq, take into consideration any other in
come and resources of an individual claim
ing old-age assistance' and the similar provi
sion of subdivision (a) of section 1002 of 
title X of the act, relating to aid to the blind, 
are construed to require that the occupancy 
value of a home owned and occupied by a 
recipient of such assistance must be regarded 
as income or a resource of the recipient, and 
deducted from the amount of assistance to 
which he would otherwise be entitled; and 

"Whereas the amount of these deductions 
1s a comparatively small sum, so that the 

amount of public money withheld from re
cipients for this reason is lost to the States 
and the United States Government by the 
increased cost of administration resulting 
from investigation and accounting to estab
lish the amount of the deductions; and 

"Whereas consideration of the occupancy 
.value of homes of recipients as income or 
resources discourages thrift leading to home 
ownership: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate · 
of the State of Califomia (jointly), That the 
Congress and President of the United States 
are hereby urged and memorializsd to enact 
such amendments to the Sooial Security Act 
as will insure that ownership and occupancy 
of a home will not be considered income or 
resources of recipients of old-age assistance 
or of aid to the .blind; and be it further 

"Resolved, That th? chief clerk of the 
assembly is bereby directed to kansmit cop
ies of this resolution to the Prezident and 

·vice President of the United States, and to 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
and to each Senator and Representative from 
California in the Congress of the United 
States." 

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
· State of California; to the Committee on 

Milltary Affairs: 
"Assembly Joint Resolution 31 

''Joint resolution relative to memorializing 
the President and the Congress of the 
United States and tbe Federal Surplus 
Property Board to establish or designate a 
special agency to which municipalities and 
other public bodies may deal in the pur
chase ot Federal surplus properties 
"By the Federal Surplus Property Act of 

1914 an agency known as the Surplus Prop
erty Board was created and provision was 
made for the disposition of surplus property 
belonging to the Federal Government and its 
agencies. 

"This law directs the Board to designate 
one or more agencies to ect as a disposal 

1 
agency for surplus property ·and, so far as the 

1 Board deems feasible, that it shall centl:alize 
in one disposal agency responsibility for the 
disposal of all property of the same type or 
class. 

"It has been shown by the experience of 
counties, municipalities, and other public 

, agencies in attempting to purchase Federal 
surplus property that the interests both of 
the Federal Government and its agencies and 
of the local bodies would be best served by 
setting up a separate department or agency 
to deal with cities and other political subdi
visions and agencies with regard to the dis
position of such property, more particularly 
of the classes of property wl}ich are likely to 
be in demand for the needs of such -local 
bodies. Under the present organization, the 
responsibility for the disposition of such 
property is divided among several agencies 
and the resulting confusion is h armful to 
the interest s of both the Federal Govern
ment and .local political subdivisions and 
agencies: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the Assembly and the S~nate 
of the State of California, jointly, That the 
President and the Congress of the United 
S tates and the Surplus Property Board are 
hereby respectfully requested to designate or 
establish by change in the law or by admin
istrative action a single Federal agency to 
deal exclusively with cities and other political 
subdivisions and agencies desirous of acquir
ing such property; and be it further 

"Resolved, That the chief clerk of the as• 
sembly be and he is hereby directed to trans
mit copies of this resolution to the President 
and the Vice President of the United States, 
the Speaker of the .House of Representatives, 
arrd the Senators, and Members of the House 
of Representatives from California." 
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A joint resolution of the General Assembly 

of the Commonwealth of Kentucky; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor: 

"Senate Joint Resolution 3 
"A joint resolution memorializing Congress to 

p ass Senate bill 181 providing for equaliza
tion of educational opportunit y 
"Wh ereas Federal aid to education is vital 

to the maintenance of adequate educational 
opportunity throughout the war and sub
stantial aid to'"social and economic stabiliza
tion in the peace to come, and furthermore 
believing that the maintenance of the 
Amer ican system of private _economy depends 
for its success upon the knowledge and skill 
and productivity of its individual citizens, 
that this makes it a responsibilit y of the 
Federal Government to assist in preparing 
its citizens in t he performance of a national . 
duty effectively; Now, therefore, be it 

uResolved by the General Assembly of the 
Commonwealth of K entucky: 

"1. That the General Assembly of the Com
monwealth of -Kentucky memorializes the 
Congress of the United States that it, at the 
earliest possible date, pass the Thomas-Hill 
bill (S. 181) to provide for an emergency aid 
to education, and for the equalization of 
educational opportunities among the several' 
States. · 

"2. Copies of this resolution shall be sent 
to the President and Chief Clerk of the Sen
ate of the United States, the United States 
Senators from Kentucky, the Speaker and 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives 
of the United States and the Representatives 
in Congress from Kentucky." 

A resolution of the Senate of the State 
of Kentucky; to the Committee on Post 
01Hces and Post Roads: 

"Senate Resolution 12 
''Whereas there is now penc;Ung in the Con

gress of the United States, H. R. 2071, which 
provides for an increase in the compensation 
of certain postal employees, and also provides 
for other beneficial employment features for 
said employees; and 

"Whereas said employees have received no 
increase in compansation for 20 years, with 
the exception of .a small war bonus; and 

"Whereas the Post Office Department has 
long been recognized as one of the most effi
cient and reliable of the Federal agencies, 
and the employees thereof should be re
warded for their capable-and faithful service: 
Therefore be it 

"Resolved by the senate, That the Sena
tors and Representatives from Kentucky in 
the Congress of the United States are hereby 
urged to support and vote for the passage 
of H. R. 2071; and be it further 
"Resolved~ That this memorial be sent to 

the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives of the Con
gress of the United States." 

A resolution of the Senate of the Common
wealth of Kentucky; ordered to lie on the 
table: 

"Senate Resolution 13 
"Resolution "'f respect and honor to the m~m

ory of our late President and Commander 
in Chief, Franklin D. Roosevelt 
"Whereas our all-wise and infinite Creator 

has called from our midst and to his eternal 
reward our beloved and gallant leader, Frank
lin Delano Roosevelt, a man who, though 
physically handicapped, rose and stood pre.
eminently as a commanding international 
figure, and who gave unstintingly of his 
time, talent, and brilliant ability to his own 
people and to the whole world, and who saw 
many of his plans executed, his ideals and 
ideologies incorporated into fundamentals, 
looking toward a bett~r world of peace, friend
ship, and harmony among the people of the 
entire universe; and 

"Whereas our illustrious commander fell 
on the firing line, only after the slender 

thread of mortality_ was severed, at the cru7 
cial moment in world affairs, while facing th~ 
future confidently and unafraid. A man who 
was the peer of any man in the world, and 
whose discernment, viewpoints, and vision 
were int ernational, yet whose heart was re
sponsive to the welfare of the humblest citi
zen of our Nation: Now, therefore, be it · 

"Resolved by the Senate of the Common
wealth of Kentucky in special session, Mind
ful of our irreparable loss, in the passing of 
our illustrious citizen, our matchless com
mander and beloved President, we do hereby 
express our deep sorrow and poignant grief; 
and be it further 

"Resolved, That this senate tenders to the 
family of the late President Roosevelt its deep 
and abiding sympathy in this time of their 
great bereavement; that we do hereby pledge 
ourselves to strive to carry on and bring to 
fruition the principles for which he lived, 
fought, and died, and to keep his memory as 
a sacred l}eritage, his ideals enshrined in our 
hearts and li,.ves; and· be it further 

"Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be 
spread on the records of the proceedings of 
this body, and the clerk of this senate shall 
transmit a copy of this resolution to the 
family of the late President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, and to the Clerks of the House 
and Senate of tlie Congress at Washington." 

A resolution of the House of Representa
tives of tl}e Commonwealth of Kentucky; or
dered to lie on the table: 
"Resolution of respect and honor to the 

memory of our late President and Com
mander in Chief, Franklin D. Roosevelt 
"Whereas our all-wise and infinite Creator 

has called from our midst and to his eternal 
reward our beloved and gallant leader, Frank
lin Delano Roosevelt, a man who, though 
physically handicapped, rose and stood pre
eminently as a commanding international 
figure, and who gave unstintingly of his 
time,. talent, and brilliant ability to his own 
people and to the whole world, and who saw 
many of his plans executed, his ideals and 
ideologies incorporated into fundamentals, 
looking toward a better world of peace, 
friendship, and harmony among the peoples 
of the entire universe; and 

"Whereas our illustrious commander fell 
on the firing line, only after the slender 
thread of mortality was severed, at the cru
cial moment in world affairs, while facing 
the future confidently and unafraid. A man 
who was the peer of any man in the world, 
and whose discernment, viewpoints, and 
vision were international, yet whose heart 
was responsive to the welfare of the hum
blest citizen of our Nation: Now, therefore, 
be it 

"Resolved by the House of Representatives 
of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, Mindful 
of our irreparable loss in the passing of our 
illustrious citizen, our matchless commander, 
and beloved President, we do hereby express 
our deep sorrow and poignant grief; and 
be it further 

"Resolved, That this house tenders to the 
family of the late President Roosevelt its deep 
and abiding sympathy in this time of their 
great bereavement; that we do hereby pledge 
ourselves to strive to carry on and bring to 
fruition the principles for which he lived, 
fought, and died, and to keep his memory 
as a sacred heritage, his ideals enshrined in 
our hearts and lives; and be it further 

"Resolved,. That a copy of this resolution be 
spread upon the journal of this house and 
the clerk of this house shall transmit a copy 
of this resolution to the family of the late 
President Franklin Delano Roosevelt, to the 
Clerks of the House and Senate of Congress 
at Washington, and to the press in Kentucky. 

"This resolution was unanimously adopted 
by the house ·of representatives on April 
36, 1945.'' . 

A concurrent resolut ion of the Legisla
ture of the Territory of Hawaii; to the Com
mittee on Commerce: · 

"Be it resolved by the !fouse of Repre
sentatives of the Legislature of the Ten·itor y 
of Hawaii (the Senate concurring), That the 
Congress of the United States of America 
be and it is hereby respectfully requested 
to appropriate a sufficient amount of Federal 
funds to complete the following improve
ments in and to the harbor and port of 
Hilo, in the county and Territory of Hawaii, 
n amely: 

"1. To complete the dredging of Hilo Har
bor and to deposit the dredged material, 
or so much thereof . as may be necessary, 
l;lehind a sea wall t~J be constructed parallel 
with the present shore line from the mouth 
of the Wailuku River to the mouth of the 
Wailea River. , 

"2. To construct a breakwater from the 
Wainaku side of Hilo Harbor of such length 
and in such direction as will protect the 
shipping in the harbor during certain 
prevalent winds and currents; and be it fur
ther 

"Resolved, That ·copies of this resolution be 
forwarded to the President of the Senate 
ancJ the Speaker of the House of Represent
atives of the Congress, to the Secretary of 
War, and to our Delegate to Congress from 
Hawaii.'' 

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the Territory of Hawaii; to the Commit,tee 
on Military Affairs: 

"Whereas the adjutant general of the 
National Guard o! the several States are 
appointed by the respective Governors of said 
States; and 

"Whereas by Feperal law the adjutant 
general of the National Guard of the Ter.
ritory of Hawaii is appointed by the Presi
dent of the United States; and 

"Whereas the adjutant general of the Na
tional Guard of the Territory of Hawaii is a. 
territorial officer and it is suitable and de
sirable that he be appointed by the Gov
ernor of the Territory of Hawaii: Now, there
fore, be it 

"Resolved by the Senate of the twenty
third session of the Legislature of the Ter
ritory of Hawaii (the House of Representa
tives concurring), '!bat the Congress of the 
United States of America be and it hereby 
is respectfully requested and urged to amend 
the act of Congress approved June 3, 1916, 
entitled ' 'An act for making further and 
niore effectual provision of the ~ational de
fense, and for other purposes• (June 3, 1916, 
c. 134, 39 Stat. 166), by amending section 66 
thereof so that said section shall provide 
that the adjutant general of the National 
Guard of the Territory of Hawaii shall be 
appointed by the Governor of the Territory 
of Hawaii." 

A concurrent resolution of the Legisla
ture of the Territory of Hawaii; to the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs: 

"Whereas the ' people of Hawaii have down 
through the ages shown their aptitude for 
seafare; and 

"Whereas it is inevitable that . the United 
States Navy will be maintained at a greater 
strength than before the present global war; 
and 

"Whereas Hawaii offers exceptional oppor
tunities for recruiting men for the United 
States Navy: Now, therefore be it 

"Resolved by the House of Representatives 
of the Twenty-thi?'d Legislature of the Ter
ritory of Hawaii (the Senate concurring), 
That the Congress of the United States of 
America be and it hereby is, requested to 
pass legislation to assure the maintenance 
in the Territory of Hawaii of a recruiting 
station for personnel for the United Statea 
Navy; and be it further 

"Resolved, That copies of these resolution• 
be forwarded to the President of the United 
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States of America, the President of the 
Senate of the United States of America, the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives of 
the United States of America and Hawaii's 
Delegate to said House of Representatives." 

A resolution adnpted by the New York City 
(N. Y.) Colony of the National Society New 
England Women, commending the public 
expression of the President of the United 
States with respect to future cooperation 
between the executive and legislative 
branches of the Government; ordered to lie 
on the table. 

A resolution adopted by the city council 
of the city of Cambridge, Mass., favoring 
the enactment of House bill 3035, providing 
for an increase in the compensation of postal 
employees; to the Committee on· Post Ofilces 
and Post Roads. 

A resolution adopted by the Central Labor 
Council of Honolulu, T. H., favoring the en

'actment of legislation making it unlawful 
for any citizen, group of citizens, corpora
tion, company, or anyone doing business in 
the United States to sell, lease, license, rent 
or in any way furnish anything which can 
be construed as a sinew for making war to 
any nation; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. · 

A letter in the nature of a petition from 
Julius Hochfelder, major, Education Section, 
of the Army of the United States, retired, 
praying for the enactment of legislation !or 
the creation of' a school for the training of 
men and women for legislative posts similar 
to the institutions for ofilcers of the Army 
and Navy as maintained at Annapolis, West 
Point, and the Consular and Diplomatic 
Services, in honor of Franklin D. Roosevelt 
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 
A petition of sundry citizens of Hutchin

son, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
the bill (S. 599) to prohibit the transpor
tation in interstate commerce of advertise
ments of alcoholic beverages, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

PARTICIPATION OF THE UNITED STATES 
IN A WORLD ORGANIZATION OF NA-
TIONS . 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, in my 
home city of Burlington a public meet
ing, called a town meeting, was held on 
the 30th day of April, at which a reso
lution endorsing the active participation -
of .the United States in a world organiza
tion of nations for the promotion and 
maintenance of security and peace, as 
formulated in the Dumbarton Oaks 
Agreement, was adopted. In the pro
ceedings there was a discussion of an 
hour and ~ half preceding the vote, the 
vote was counted, a standing vote, in 
which 691 citizens voted "yes," no one 
voted "no," 6 did not vote, and a small 
number left the hall before voting be
gan. I ask permission to present the 
resolution and that it be printed in the 
REcORD and appropriately referred. 

There being no objection·, the resolu
tion was received, referred to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
Resolution relating to active participation of 

the United States in a world organization 
of nations for the promotion and main
tenance of security and peace 
Resolved, That we, the citizens of Bur

lington, Vt., in meeting assembled, do hereby 
endorse the active participation of the United 
States in a world organization of nations 
for the promotion and maintenance of s~cw~ 

ity and peace, as formulated in the pream
ble of the Dumbarton Oaks Agreement; and 
further 

Resolved, That the city clerk is hereby 
requested to forward copies of this resolu
tion to the Members of the congressional 
delegation from Vermont and to the Secre
tary of State al> repre~entative of the United 
States at the San Francisco Conference. 

STATE OF VERMONT, 
County of Chittenden, ss: 

I, W. T. Abell, clerk of the city of Bur
lington, in said county and State, do. hereby 
certify the foregoing resolution was adopted 
at a public meeting, called a "town meet
ing," of the citizens of Burlington, Vt., held 
April 30, 1945, at 8 o'clock in the evening. 

Voting on adoption of the resolution, 
which followed 1 Yz hours of discussion, was 
by standing vote in which 691 citizens voted 
"yes," no one voted "no," 6 did not vote, and 
a small number left the hall before voting 

· began. 
Dated at Burlington, Vt., this 3d day of 

May, A. D. 1945. 
Attest: 

[SEAL} 

w. T. ABE~L, 
Cit y Clerlc. 

MISSOURI VALLEY AUTHORITY 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to present for print
ing in the RECORD and appropriate ref
erence a telegram I have receivea from 
H. J. Yount, secretary and treasurer of 
the Kansas State Industrial Union Coun
cil, Kansas City, Kans., favoring in prin
ciple a Missouri Valley Authority, as em
bodied in the Murray-Cochran bills now 
before the Congress. 

There being no objection, the teleg!"am 
was received, referred to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation and or
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

KANSAS CITY, KANS., April 16, 1945. 
Senator ARTHUR CAPPER, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

The Kansas State Industrial Union Council 
believes the principle of a Missouri Valley 
Authority as embodied in the Murray
Cochran bills now before Congress will bene
fit an people in the State of Kansas. Only 
through the enactment of this legislation 
will there be unified development of the 
Missouri 'River and its basin, with balanced 
attention to flood-control irrigation and 
reclamation, the promotion of family type 
:farming, navigation, power development, 
wildlife, and recreational potentialities, and 
the encouragement of industry. In addition 
to these benefits enactment of M. V. A. means 
jobs and security for thousands of Missouri 

· Valley people in the critical post-war years. 
KANSAS STATE INDUSTRIAL 

UNION COUNCIL, 
H. J. YOUNT, 

Secretary and Treasurer, 
Kansas City, Kans. 

PRICE CONTROLS AND PROFITS 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to present and to 
have printed in the RECORD and appro
priately referred, a resolution adopted by 
the Board of Directors of the Kansas 
Farm Bureau at Man'hattan, Kans., on 
April 19, and sent to each member of the 
Kansas delegation in Congress. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was received, referred to the Com
mittee on Banking and Currency, and 

ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

MANHATTAN, KANS, April 19, 1945. 
Resolved, That while recognizing the need 

of price controls to avoid inflation, it is our 
belief that such controls should be reEeinded 
as soon after the termination of the war as 
possible; and in no event should Congress 

. extend such controls for a period of more 
than 1 year at a time. Also a continuation 
of the provision that 0. P. A. regulations 
shall not be used to limit profits. 

KANSAS FARM BUREAU, 
JULIA KING SMITH, 

Secretary-Treasurer. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. OVERTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce: 

H. R. 1184. A bill to authorize Slater Branch 
Bridge and Road Club to c.onstruct, maintain, 
and operate a free suspension bridge across 
the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or 
near Williamson, W. Va.; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 247); and . 

H . R. 1652. A bill granting the consent of 
Congress to the State of Louisiana to con
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
New Orleans, La.; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 248). 

By Mr. EASTLAND, from the Committee 
on Claims: 

S. 693. A bill for the relief of the Saunders 
Memorial Hospital; without amendment · 
(Rept. ~o. 249). 

EMERGENCY FLOOD RELIEF 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, from· 
the Committee on Commerce I ask unani
mous consent to report favorably with
out amendment the bill (S. 938) in ref
erence to the emergency to provide for 
emergency ftood-control work made nec
essary by recent ftoods, and for other 
purposes, and I submit a report (No. 
245) thereon. . 

The bill has reference to the emer
gency ftood-control relief and the report 
unanimously recommends the enactment 
of the bill. 

Mr. President, this is an emergency 
measure, and I trust that I may be rec
ognized tomorrow in order to bring the 
bill up for consideration and passage. I 
think it can be disposed of within a com
paratively very short time. I hope there 
will be no opposition to it; there was 
none in the Senate Committee on Com
merce. The bill follows the beaten path 
laid down in 1943 and 1944 relating to 
similar situations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, the report will be received 
and the bill placed on the calendar. 

Mr. OVERTON subsequently said: 
Mr. President, I do not know at the mo
ment whether the Senate will take a re
cess or will adjourn until tomorrow -or 
some other day; but I desire to give IJ.O
tice, as I stated a while ago, that I wish 
to be recognized in order to request that 
the Senate take up the ·emergency ftood
relief bill the next day the Senate con
venes. 
MISSOURI VALLEY AUTHORITY-REPORT 

OF COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Commerce I ask lfnani
mous consent to report with amendments 
the bill (S. 555) , to establish a Missouri 
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Valley Authority to provide for unified 
water control and resource development 
on the Missouri- River and surrounding 
region in the interest of the control and 
prevention of floods, the promotion of 
navigation and reclamation of the public 
lands, the promotion of family-type 
farming, the development of the recrea
tional possibilities and the promotion o 
the general welfare of the area, the 
strengthening of the national defense, 
and for other purposes, and I submit a 
report <No. 246) thereon. ~ 
· It may be stated that this bill was 

referred to the Senate Committee on 
Commerce in order to consider the .bill 
from the standpoint of navigation and 
flood control. The Commerce Commit
tee did so; it -considered the navigation 
and flood-control provisions and the pro
visions allied to navigation and · flood 
control. It has · recommended that all 
these provisions be stricken from the 
bill. 

Then, Mr. President, the Committee on 
Commerce reports unfavorably on the 
·bill as a wb,ole. It has done so becau~e 
it is rather difD:cult to s~gregate naviga-

. tion and flood control from other projects 
in the valley. There is an intiniate re
lationship between. irrigation and flood 
control and between reclamation and 
flood control as well as navigation. The 
witnesses appearing both for the-bill and 
against the bill, including the very able 
distinguished author of the bill, the jun· 
ior Senator from Montana EMr. MURRAY], 

. apparently took ·that viewl because they 
presented their arguments for and 

. against the bill in its entirety. The re
port is a unanimous one. 

The PRES!DENT pro tempore. As the 
Chair . ir: advised under a resolution of 
the Senate heretofore agreed to, the bill 
and repor:t submitted by the Senator 
from Louisiana will have to go to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclama· 
tio~ . 

Mr. OVERTON. That is correct. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 

bill and report will be so referred. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 

President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 

the Serra tor from Louisiana yield to the 
Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yietd. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am 

very much interested in the report the 
Senator has just made on the so-called 
Missouri Valley Authority bill. The Sen
ator will recall that during the time his 
committee was considering it, I had the 
honor and distinction and pleasure of 
presenting an amendment to the bill, and 
I should like to know whether my amend
ment has gone along with the original 
bill, or has he transmitted it to another 
commit tee? 

Mr. OVERTON. It has fallen with the 
bill, so far as the Senate Committee on 
Commerce is concerned, but the amend
ment is still there, and, of course, can be 
considered by the Committee on Irriga
tion and Reclamation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Is the 
amendment still with the Senator's com· 
mittee? · 

Mr. OVERTON. No:' it is not in my 
committee. The -Senate Committee on 
Commerce did not act on it, for the 

reason which appeared during the testi
mony of the able Senator from Colorado. 
His amendment was to segregate the 
Upper Missouri Basin from any direction 
or control of, the proposed Missouri Val~ 
ley Authority . . When asked about the 
lower basin, he said he had no amend·
ment with reference to tlie lower basin, 
but left it just as Pl'OVided in the bill. 
Then it was suggested to him that prob
ablY. he would agree with us and join 
us in killing -the entire bill, and the Sen
ator from Colorado said that that would 

-be satisfactory to him; and we carried 
out his wishes, at least to that extent. 

:t-:ir. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes, but 
as I understand, the bill has not been 
killed; it lias not been tabled; it has not 
been put in cold storage in the Commit
tee on Commerce, but has been transmit
ted to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclarr.ation, and my question is, did my 
amendment go along with the bill to the 
Committee on Irrigation- and Reclama
tion? 

Mr. OVERTON. I think the Senator 
raises a parliamentary question. I-ris 
amendment to the bill is here. It is to be 
considered as it was considered by the 
Sen·ate Committee on Commerce. The 
Committee on Commerce reported un-

. favorably on the entire bill. The Sen
. ator's amendment, ex necessitate rei, fol

lows the bill' in its progress through the 
different committees to which it ma.y be 

· referred. His amendment would go to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Recla
mation, to be there considered . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. If my 
amendment is going forward with . the 
bill, that is all I ask. 

Mr. OVERTON. That is my under
st'lnding of the parliamentary situation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. l thank 
the Senator for that assurance. 
. Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, will 

the Senator from Louisiana yield? 
Mr. OVERTON. I yield. . 
Mr. BANKHEAD. As chairman of the 

Committee on Irrigation and Reclama
tion, I should like to obtain some infor
mation. 

Mr. OVERTON. I shall be very glad 
to give the Senator whatever informa
tion I can furnish him. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. This is, of course, 
a very unusual situation, under which 
o:p.e bill is automatically ordered to three 
committees, regardless, I take it, of what 
action the :first committee, the Commit
tee on Commerce, may have taken, or 
what action the Senate Committee on 
'Irrigation and R~ciamation may take. 
I assume that if both adverselY reported 
the bill, as the Committee on Commerce 
has already done, then it still would be 
required to go to the Committee on Agri
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. OVERTON. The Senator from 
Alabama is correct. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is a rather 
unusual situation. I do not see much 
advantage in the bill going to the C.om
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation if 
its action will not have any effect on the 
final result. If ultimately the decision 
will rest witb the Committee on Agri· 
culture and Forestry as ·to whether · the 
bill will come back to the Senate with a. 
favorable or unfavorable report, then it 

. seems to me the titne of the Committee 

on Commerce has been taken up unnec .. 
essarily, and the same would apply to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Recla
mation. 

Mr. OVERTON. I do not know that I 
entirely agree with the abie Senator from 
Alabama. The bill was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce to pass upon 
the navigation and flood-control. fea
tures. The :first thing the Committee on 
.Commerce did was to recommend that 
there be stricken from the bill all pro
visions relating to navigation and flood 
control. . Having done that, when the bill 
goes to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamat~on, I_ take it that that com~ 
mittee, as a committee, will have no 
jurisdiction over the question of navi
gation and flood controJ. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is one point 
about which I wanted information. The 
Committee on Commerce has, after 
hearings, stricken that provision from 
the bill. 

Mr. OVERTON. It has recommended 
that every provision relating to flood 
control and navigation be stricken from 
the bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That leaves noth
ing, I understand, for the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation to consider 
or to act on--

Mr. OVERTON. We left the irriga
. tion provisions · intact .. , 

Mr: BANKHEAD. · It leaves .nothing 
on the subject . of flood control to the 
Committee on Irrigation and. Rechtma
ti_ort? 

Mr. OVERTON. That is correct. , 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Then, suppose the 

Committee on Irrigation and Reclama
tion took the same action so far as irri
gation and reclamation was concerned; 
what would then go to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, of which I am 
also a member? 

Mr. OVERTON. The Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation would, if it 
followed the course pursued by the Com-

, mittee on Commerce, recommend that 
there be stricken from the bill all pro
visions relating to irrigation and recla· 
mation. · 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Are there provisions 
in the bill relating to agriculture and 
forestry? 

Mr. QVERTON. There would be very 
little left for the Committee on Agricul
ture and Forestry to pass on after the 
bill had been adversely reported by the · 
Committee on ·Irrigation and Reclama
tion, if it should be adversely reported on. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is my under
standing-and I will ask the Senator to 
confirm this if it is accurate-that the 
action of the Commit~ee on Commerce 
in striking out all features of the bill 
relating to navigation and flood control 
was unanimous, and that the action of 
the committee in adversely reporting the 
rest of the bill was also unanimous. 

Mr. OVERTON. The Senator's under .. 
standing is correct. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. After flood control 
an<~ navigation matters had b~en stricken 
out, then the committee proceeded to 
make an adverse report. What consid
eration should the Committee on Irri..;. 
gation and. Reclamation, and ultimateiJ. 
the Committee on Agriculture and ;For• 
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estry, give to that adverse action on the 
bill as a whole by the very able Commit
tee on Commerce? 

Mr. OVERTON. I think that is a mat
ter which would ·address itself to the 
sound discretion of · the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation. The Com
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
can follow the precedent established by 
the Senate Committee on Commerce and 
make an adverse report on the bill as a 
whole, as well as making a report on the 
irrigation and reclamation provisions of 
the bill. Then it will go to the Commit
tee on Agriculture and Forestry, and that 
committee will consider the bill from the 
standpoint of agriculture. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. How much time 
was given by the Senator's committee to 
the consideration of the phases of the 
bill which the committee considered? . 

Mr. OVERTON. We divided equally 
the time between the proponents and the 
opponents, and everyone who desired to 
be heard was heard There were a few 
statements of witnesses which were filed 
without being read to the committee in 
full. · 

Mr. BANKHEAD. How many days did 
the committee consume in the investi
gation? 

Mr. OVERTON. Two weeks, and con
tinuing sessions, morning and afternoon, 
with the exception, I think, of one after
noon, when no witnesses were present. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. When will the hear
ings be ava.ilable for our committee? 

Mr. OVERTON. They are already 
printed ·and are available. I may say to 
the S3nator from Alabama that the Com
mittee on Commer-ce went very fully into 
all phases of the bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. · That is what I was 
about to ask the able Senator-whether 
the committee went into irrigation and 
reclamation. 

Mr. OVERTON. It did, and I will tell 
the Senator why. The first witness wa.:: 
the very able and distinguished author of 
the bill, the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MURRAYl. He went into all aspects of the 
bill and into its provisions, and presented 

· it as a whole, as well as from the stand
point of navigation and :flood control. 
Then succeeding witnesses whom the 
proponents presented also went fully into 
the bill. When the opponents presented 
their side they also went fully into the 
provisions of the bill. I think the Sen
ator from Alabama will find that it is 
very difficult to separate irrigation and 
reclamation from :flood control and navi
gation. As the Senator well knows, every 
irrigation reservoir has :flood-control fac
tors connected with it, and all phases of 
the bill are so entwined that it is dif
ficult to consider irrigation and reclama
tion separately from the other features 
of the bill. -

Mr. BANKHEAD. The situation of the 
bill is something like that of one who, in 
legal parlance, is subject to double jeop
ardy. 

Mr. OVERTON. The order of the Sen
ate was carried out. I had no control 
over the situation. I simply followed the 
direction of the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mi·. Pres
ident, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I wish to 
urge the able Chairman of the Commit
tee on Irrigation and Reclamation to 
hold hearings on ·this bill. The bill vi
tally affects irrigation in the West.- We 
have considerable testimony which we 
wish to submit to the Committee on Irri
gation and Reclamation. When I say 
"we" I refer to. that section of the West 
under irrigation which is affected by the 
provisions of the bill. I should like to 
have the opportunity to present testi
mony before the committee, and I hope 
such opportunity may be afforded. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I can assure the 
Senator from Colorado that the Commit
tee on Irrigation and Reclamation will 
proceed in an orderly way. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is 
all I ask. 
· Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 
Mr. MURRAY. The discussion which 

has been taking place during the past 
few moments mdicates the great diffi
culty which results from having a bill 
such as this sent to three separate com
mittees. When the subject came up for 
consideration on the :floor of the Senate 
in connection with the :flood-control 
measure, I pointed out the difficulty 
which would arise and I did so again 
later when the bill itself was introduced. 
The subject was also gone into at great 
length on the :floor of the Senate in 1937. 
But the Chairman of the Commerce 
Committee had filed a motion in the 
Senate that the bill be sent to the three 
separate committees. My understand
ing is, and I think the RECORD will bear 
me out, that the separate committees 
may consider the bill with respect to the 
particular matters over which they have 
jurisdiction, and that the findings of one 
committee are not binding upon the 
other committees. I do not understand 
that the Commerce Committe has any 
vower to take action on the bill which 
will be -binding upon committees which 
will subsequently consider the bill. 

MI:. OVERTON. If the Senator will 
permit an interruption, I may say that 
the findings of the Commerce Committee 
will be binding only as they relate to 
:flood control and navigation. I do not 
think the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation has any jurisdiction over 
those subjects. But our recommenda
tions respecting the entire bill are not 
binding on any other committee. 

Mr. MURRAY. I do not understand 
either that the Commerce Committee's 
recommendations with reference to flood 
control and navigation are binding, ex
cept as ·being advisory to the Senate, and 
when the bill is finally considered by the 
three separate committees and comes to 
the :floor, then it is for the Senate to de
te:rmine the entire matter. 

Mr. OVERTON. Oh, unquestionably 
so. 

Mr. MURRAY. So that none of the 
findings as they are made separately by 
the three committees will be binding un.:. 
til the Senate acts upon them. 

Mr. OVERTON. The findings will cer
tainly be like all committee reports. They 
are in the nature of recommendations. 

Mr. MURRAY. Yes. I can see how 
very much better. it would have been had 

we followed the practice of the Senate 
which has been in vogue for the past 
quarter of a century, that is,· to have the 
bill considereq by one single committee, 
which committee, according to the prece
dents of the Senate, was the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. It seems to 
me that would have been the correct 
procedure; but inasmuch as the Senate 
has adopted this practice, I want it to be 
made clear that the findings of the sepa
rate committees are not in any manner 
binding, but are merely advisory, and 
that the whole matter will be taken up 
when the bill comes to the :floor of the 
Senate. 

Mr. OVERTON. Certainly the recom
mendations of any committee of the 
Senate are merely advisory to the Senate. 
They are not binding on the Senate as a 
whole. The Senate can vote the pro
posed amendments up or down as it de
sires. I do not think there is any ques
tion at all about that. 

In view of the argument just made by 
the Senator from Montana, and without 
any further discussion as to which com
mittee should have been vested with 
jurisdiction over the whole subject mat
ter, and also in view of the fact· that one 
committee now has considered the bill 
in its entirety, and particularly in order· 
to escape such criticism as· that which 
the Senator from · Montana makes of 
other committees considering the bill, 
which has been thoroughly considered 
by one committee, I wonder whether the 
Senator is proposing to suggest that all 
further hearings on the bill now termi
nate and that the bill come before the 
Senate for action. 

·The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Chair asks that Senators suspend de
bate for a moment, so that Senate Reso
lution 97, submitted by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BAILEY] on March 
12, 1945, which was agreed to on March 
12, may be read by the clerk. The Chair 
asks Senators who are interested to take 
notice of the resolution, because the 
Chair is bound by it. The clerk will read. 

The Chief Clerk read Senate Resolu
tion 97, as follows: 

Resolved, That said bill, to wit, S. 555, shall 
be con~idered forthwith by the Committee 
on Commerce with respect to navigation and 
:flood control, and thereafter returned to the 
Senate for reference to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation, to be considered 
by said committee with respect to irrigation 
and reclamation, and thereafter shall be re
turned to the Senate for reference to the 
Committee on Agriculture for consideration 
with respect to the agricultural features 
thereof; be it further 

Resolved, That said bill shall be reported 
on respectively by each of said committees 
within 60 days from the date of it.s reference 
to each of said committees and that the first 
60-day p~riod sball be calculated from the 
date of the passage of this resolution. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield to the Senator 
from Montana. 

Mr. MURRAY. In answer to the in .. : 
quiry made by the distinguished Sen
ator froni Louisiana with reference to 
my position respecting the report sub ... 
mitted today by the Commerce Com .. 
mittee, I wish to say it is my idea that 
the procedure outlined in the resolution 
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which has just been read will have to 
be followed.· The Senate took action by 
that resolution, and under the resolu
tion the bill will now go to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation, and after 
action by that committee the bill will go 
to the Committee on· Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. OVERTON. Of course that state 
ment is absolutely correct, although by 
unanimous consent or by vote of the 
Senate, the resolution could be changed. 
I did not know exactly what the Senator 
from Montana had in mind in making 
the argument he made that a bill of this 
character ought to be considered only 
by one committee. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? · 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 
Mr. LANGER. I should like to ask the 

chairman of the Committee on Irriga
tion and Reclamation, Mr. President, 
whether we may have a week's notice be
fore hearings are set on the bill before 
his committee. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I cannot assure the 
Senator that the committee ·can give 
him a week's nQtice of hearings, because 

MAY 7, 1945. 
To the Senate: 
: The above-mentioned committee hereby 

submits the following report showing the 

Name of individual 

we are required within 60 days to make 
a report. Then there is another com
mittee, the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, which must make a report 
on the bill. I do not know of any reason 
why I should give a week's notice be
fore beginning hearings. 

Mr. LANGER. I should like to have 
a week's notice, for I wish to bring wit
nesses from North Dakota to the hear
ings. Therefore I should like to have a 
week's notice of the hearings. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I can assure the 
Senator that he will have sufficient no
tice so he can bring his witnesses here 
before the hearings are closed. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
think the 60-day period under the res
olution begins, so far as the Committee 
on Irrigation· and Reclamation is con
cerned, on May 15. The Commerce 
Committee is a few days ahead of the 
time limit in which to submit its report. 
INVESTIGATION OF ECONOMIC AND 

OTHER CONDITIONS IN THE PffiLIP• 
PINE ISLANDS 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Territories and In-

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

sular Affairs, I ask unanimous consent 
to report favorably without amendment 
the resolution <S. Res. 123) to investigate 
economic and other conditions in the 
Philippine Islands, and that it be re
ferred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate for further study. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objectio~. the report will be received 
and the resolution referred to the Com
mittee to Audit and Control the Con
tingent Expenses _of the Senate. 
PERSONS EMPLOYED BY COMMITTEES 

WHO ARE NOT FULL-TIME SE1-iATE OR 
COMMI'ITEE F;MPLOYEES 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be
fore the Senate reports for the month of 
April 1945 from the acting chairman and 
chairmen of certain committees in re
sponse to Senate Resolution 319 <78th 
Cong.) relative to persons employed by 
committees who are not full-time em
ployees of the Senate or any committee 
thereof, which were ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

names of persons employed by the committee .of Senate Resolution 319, agreed to August 
who are not full-time employees of the Sen- 23, 1944: 
ate or of the committee for the month of 
April 1945, in complianct> . with the terms 

Annual rate 
Addres1 Name and address of department or organization by whom paid of com-

pensation 

John F. Feeney------------------- 1425 Rhode Island Ave. NW ---···--···-----------~- ------ General Accounting Office, Washington, D. C.--·······--···-···-
Harold E. Merrick ___________ • ____ 906 Aspen St. NW ··------------------------------------- - ..... do ....... ------------------------------------------------------

$6,400 
4,.800 
4,800 Thomas J. Scott. •• ~-------------- 1210 34th St. SE·-··-··------------------------------------~ Federal Bureau of Investigation, Department of Justice, Wash

ington, D. C. 
Mrs. Mamie L. Mizen............ 1434 Saratoga Ave......................................... District of Columbia Gqvernment ••••••••••••• -~---··--····-···--- 8,500 

~AY 1, 1945. 
To the Senate: 

The above-mentioned committee hereby 
submits the following report showing the 

Name of individual 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE 

name of person employed by the committee 
who is not a full-time employee of the Sen
ate or of the committee for the month of 
April 1945, in compliance with tlie terms 

KENNET~ McKELLAR, Acting Chatrman. 

of Senate. Resolution 319, agreed to August 
23, 1944: 

Address Name and address of department or organization by whom paid 
Annual rate 

of com
pensation 

Mrs. Alma B. KidwelL ••••••••••• 113 Park Blvd. SE., Washington, D. C •••• ••••••••••••••• Federal Communications Commission, Washington, D. C........ $1,800.00 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY, 

May 1,1945. 
Hon. KENNETH McKELLAR, 

President pro tempore of the Senate, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Pursuant to Senate 

Name of individual 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY 

Resolution 319, I am transmitting herewith 
a list of employees of the Senate Banking 
and Currency Committee who are not full 
time employees of the Senate. Included with 
this list is the name and address of each such 
employee, the name and address of the de
partment paying the salary of such employee, 

B. K. WHEELER, Chairman. 

and the annual rate of compensation for eacb 
such employee. 

Respectfully yours, 
ROBERT F. WAGNER, 

Chairman, Banking and Currency 
Committee. 

Annual rate 
Address Name and address of department or organization by whom paid of com-

pensation 

Lucile Bryant.·----------------~-- 1016 16th St. NW :.~.:Washington, D. 0 •..• ·---------------- Reconstruction Finance Corporation .••• -------·--·-·····-··-·-·-- $2,100 
Marion E. Dishaw ·--------------- 1738 M St. NW., w ashingtol!l D. 0----------------------- Treasury Department·-·-·---------------------------------------- 1, 800 
Betti C. Goldwasser ______________ 305 East George Mason Rd, .nils Church, Va ••••••••••••• War Production Board ••••••• ·------ ------------------------------ 4, 600 
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UNITED STATES SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAms, 

April 30, 1945. 
Hon. KENNETH McKELLAR, 

President, United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Pursuant to Senate 

Name of ipdividua. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON WAR CONTRACTS 

Resolution 319, I am transmitting herewith 
a list of employees of the War Contracts Sub
committee of the Senate Committee on Mili
tary Affairs who are not full-time employees 
of the Senate. Included with this list is 
the name and address of each such employee, 
the name and address of the department 

paying the salary of such employee, and the 
annual rate of compen-sation for each such · 
employee. 

Respectfully yours, 
JOSE~H c. O'MAHONEY, 

Chairman, War Contracts Subcommittee. 

.Address Name and address of department or organization by whom paid 
Annual rate 

of com
pensation 

Kurt Borchardt_ _________________ _ 6007 34th Pl NW .• Washington, D. C--------------------- SmaUer War Plants Corporation, Washington, D. C ______ : ______ _ $5,600 
6,500 
2,000 
8,000 
2,200 
2,300 

Ward Bowman ________________ __ _ Wilton Woods, .Alexandria, Va _______________ ____ __ -------
4000 South Capitol St. SE., Washington, D. C ___________ _ 

Justice Department, Washington, D. C----------- ----------------
Smaller War Plants Corporation, Washington, D . C _____________ _ .Ann Cheatham __________________ _ 

Bertram M. Gross _______________ _ 613 South Quinry St., .Arlington, Va _____________________ _ Navy Department, Washington, D. C- - ----------- ---------------Hilda Hamilton __________________ _ 70.5 18th St. NW., Washington, D. C _____________________ _ Reconstruction Finance Corporation, Washington, D. C _________ _ 
Doris Phippen ___________________ _ 40 Plattsburgh Court NW., Washington, D. C ___________ _ Navy Department, Washington, D. C----------------------------

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED 

Bills and joint resolutions were intro
duced, read the first time, and, by unani

. mous consent, the second time, and re
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 
S. 961. A bill to amend the Emergency Price 

Control Act .of 1942 to provide that a fair 
and equitable margin be allowed for proc
essing agricultural commodities in fixing 
maximum prices; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency. . 

By Mr. RUSSELL (for himself and Mr. 
El.LENCER): 

S. 962. A bill to provide assistance to the 
States in the establishment, maintenance, 
operation, and expansion of school-lunch 
programs, and for other purposes; to the 

. Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
By Mr. KILGORE: 

S. 963. A bill authorizing the coinage of 
special 10-cent pieces in honor of Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt; to the Committee on 
Banking and currency. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: 
. 8. 964. A bill to authorize the acquisition 
and operation of the Ovington Estate prop
erty in Olympic National Park, in the State 
of washington, and for other purposes;. to the 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. TYDINGS (by request): 
S. 965. A bill to amend the Alaska Game 

Law; to the Committee on Territories and 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLENDER (by request) : 
S. 966. A bill for the relief of G. F. Allen, 

Chief Disbursing Officer, Treasury Depart
ment, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Claims .. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado: 
S. 967. A bill to authorize an increase in 

· the pay of the chaplain at the United States 
Military Academy while serving under reap
pointment for an additional term or terms; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

8. 968. A bill to authorize the Administra
tor of Veterans' Affairs to employ on part time 
clerks, stenographers, typists and machine 
operators holding ·. positions in other Federal 
departments and agencies, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Civil Service. 

S. 969. A bill to amend certain provisions 
of the National Service Life Insurance Act of 
1940, as amended; 

S. 970. A bill to extend 6-year level pre
mium term policies for an additional 3 years; 

S. 971. A bill to amend section 100 of Pub-
, lie Law Numbered 346, Seventy-eighth Con
gress, June 22, 1944, to grant certain priori
ties to the Veterans' Administration, to facili
tate the employment of personnel by the 
Veterans' Administration, and for other pur
poses; 

S. 972. A bill to authorize the Administra.~ 
tor of Veterans' Affairs to accept gifts, de .. 

vises and bequests in behalf of the General 
Post Fund for the use of veterans and for the 

· sale and conveyance of any such property 
under certain circugmstances and the cov
ering of the proceeds thereof into the Post 
Fund, and for other purposes; and 

8. 973. A bill to liberalize and clarify the 
laws pzrtaining to hospital treatment, med
ical care, domiciliary care and related services, 
and for other purposes; to the Committe~ on 
Finance. 

(Mr. JOHNSON of C9lorado also introduced 
Senate bill 974, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and appears under a 
separate heading.) 

By Mr. BALL: 
S. 975. A bill for the relief of Mike Chetko

vich; and 
8. 976. A bill for the relief of Mildred E. 

Waldron; to the Committee on Claims. 
(1.1.1:r. MORSE (for himself and lltir. CORDON) 

introduced Senate bill 977, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and appears 
under a separate heading.) 

By l\11". WHEELER: 
8. J. Res. 63. Joint resolution to amend the 

Act of July 3, 1926, entitled "An act confer
ring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to 
hear, examine, adjudicate, and render judg
ment in claims which the Crow Tribe of 
Indians may have against the United States, · 
and for other purposes" (44 Stat. L. 807); to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. -

By Mr. KILGORE: 
S. J. Res. 64. Joint resolution to provide 

for collecting and publishing the writings of 
Thomas Jefferson, Abraham Lincoln, Wood
row Wilson, and Franklin D. Roosevelt; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION. AND 
EDUCATION OF VETERANS 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce for appropriate reference a bill 
to amend parts VII and VIII of Veterans 
Regulation Numbered 1 (a), as amended, 
to liberalize and clarify vocational re
habilitation and education and training 
laws administered by the Veterans' Ad
ministration, and for other purposes. I 
request that an analysis of the provisions 
of the proposed bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, the bill will be received 
and appropriately referred and the 
analysis of the bill printed in the RECORD. 

The bill (S. · 974) to amend parts VII 
and VIll of V~terans Regulation Num
bered 1 (a) , as amended, to liberalize and 
clarify vocational rehabilitation and edu
cation and training laws administered 
by the Veterans' Administration, and for 

other purposes, introduced by Mr. JoHN
soN of' Colorado, was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. · 

The analysis of the provisions of the 
bill presented by Mr. JoHNSON of Colo
rado is as follows: 

Sufficient time has elapsed since the enact
ment of Public Law No. 16, Seventy-eighth 
Congress, approved March :?.4, 1943, and title II 
of Public Law No. 346, Seventy-eighth Con
gress, approved June 22, 1944, which author
ized vocational rehabilitation and education 
and training benefits for veterans of World 
War No.2 who meet certain requirements of 
these acts to indicate that the administra
tion of these benefits will be more equitable 
and greatly simplified if certain legislative 
changes are made. These changes have been 
incorporated in this draft of a bill and are 
as follows: 

Section 1, if enacted, would permit the 
Administrator, in proper cases, to approve 
vocational rehabilitation training courses in 
excess of 4 years and also amends paragraph 1 
of part VII of Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a), 
as amended, to extend the ultimate limit of 
training to 7 years after termination of the 
presel:!t war, instead of 6 years required by 
existing law. This will make the ultimate 
limitation for vocational rehabilitation under 
part VII the same period as is now provided 
for education or training under part VIII 
(par. 1, pt. Vill, Veterans Regulation No. 1 
(a), as amended). 

Existing law requires that books, supplies, 
or equipment furnished a trainee or student 
shall be released to him unless he fails be
cause of fault on his part to complete the 
course of training. He may be required in 
such case, in the discretion of the Admin
istrator, to retui·n such books, supplies, or 
equipment. Experience has shown . that 
there is no practical outlet for the disposi
tion of such books, supplies, or equipm•ent. 
Some educational institutions, however, are 
offering to accept the return of books, sup
plies, and equipment at a discount and to 
credit their accounts with the Veterans• Ad
ministration accordingly. Under existing 
law, this cannot be done. If the Veterans' 
Administration were enabled to dispose of 
returned property in this matter, adminis
trative procedure would be simplified and a 
saving would be accomplished. Section 2 of 
the bill is proposed to accomplish this pur
pose and · will, if enacted into law, permit 
the Administrator to turn in returned books, 
supplies, or equipment to educational or 
training institutions for credit upon such 
tertns as may be approved by the Adminis
trator, or that they m'ay be disposed of in 
such manner as may be approved by the 
Administrator. 



4226 CONGRESSIONAL R.ECORD-SENATE MAY 7 
Section 3 of the bill increases the rates 

payable to thOse veterans found eligible for 
vocational reh abilitation. The rates stated 
in the bill include- an increase in the basic 
rate and also the 15-percent increase author
ized by Public Law No. 312, Seventy-eighth 
Congress, May 27, 1944. This section would 
also remove a provision which has caused 
dissatisfaction among employers extending 
training on -the job. · 

Paragraph 3 of part VII of Veterans Regu
lation No. 1 (a), as amended, now requires 
that the employer must submit monthly a 
statement under oath showing any payments 
paid by him to the vocational trainee. Sec
tion 3 of this bill would amend that para
graph to require only written statements. 

Section 4, if enacted into law, would greatly 
simplify the administration of title II of 
Public Law No. 346, Seventy-eighth Congress. 
Section 4 aniends paragraphs 1, 2, 6, and 7 
of part VIII, Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a) 
to remove the distinction between education 
and training and refresher and retraining 
courses. This distinction has proved very 
difficult of administration and confusing to 
veterans applying for education and train
ing. The.section would also! if enacted into 
law, remove the distinction between those 
veterans under ·25 and those over 25 years 
of age at the time of entrance into service. 
It has been found that the distinction be
tween these two age groups has caused con
siderable dissatisfaction among the veterans, 
it h as giveri rise to much misunderstanding 
of the purposes of the act, and increases tl;le 
complexity of administration. It is not con
sidered that the removal of this distinction 
would effect much increase in the ultimate 
cost of the educational provisions of the 
Servicemen's Readjustment Act of 1944 and 
such increase as might be effected would be 
offset by the simplification of administration. 
The section would also remove the distinction 
in existing law between the first 'year of edu
cation or training or refresher and retrain
ing course and courses for subsequent years 
and make the basic entitlement of all per
sons not to exceed the time such person was 
in active service on or after September 16, 
1940, and before the termination of the war, 
exclusive of such periods as he was assigned 
for a course of education or training under 
the Army specialized 'training program or 
the Navy college training program, which 
course was a continuation of his civilian 
course and was pursued to completion or as 
a cadet or midshipman at one of the service 
academies as is provided by existing law. 
However, the section would permit the elec
tion of a course· of education or training 
which would require less than the full period 
of eligibility. The limit of any period of edu
cation or training to 4 years would be con
tinued. 

Section 4 further provides certain regula
tory limitations that appear advisable. It 
will, if enacted into law, provide that sub
sistence allowances may not be paid in an 
amount which, together with the benefits 
paid, would exceed the amount payable under 
part VII, and it will also provide that any 
veteran eligible for training under part VIII 
who is also eligible for vocational rehabll1-
tation under part VII may elect either bene
fit as is now provided by law, and, in addi
tion, he may be provided an approved com
bination of :such courses provided ~hat ~he 
total period . of such combined courses shall 
not exceed the maximum period of limita-
tions under the part elected. · 

Section 5 would, 1f enacted into law, per
mit the Administrator to approve short in
tensive postgraduate or vocatiomil training 
courses for a period less than the generally 
recognized school year and contains certain 
safeguards to prevent advantage being taken 
of veterans by improperly equipped institu
tions ·and also permits the payment of rea
sonable and fair rates for instruction and 
material. It also provides that for the pur
poses of this provision such postgraduate or 

vocational training course shall be deemed 
the equivalent of one ordinary school year of 
education or training. 

This section would also permit the election 
of a course of instruction by correspondence 
with similar safeguards and without author
izing the payment of any maintenance allow
ance in such cases. 

Section 6 modifies the last proviso of para
graph 5 w1th reference to the adjustment and 
payment of fees and charges to educational 
and training institutions. This amendment 
appears to be necessary in order to clarify 
what is meant by fair and reasonable. com
pensation for education and training at cer:
tain institutions and to afford necessary flex
ibility in the matter of authorizing the pay
ment of .fees by the Administrator. It is 
considered that the provisions as drawn pro
tects the Government against excessive 
charges and also permits a fair adjustment 
on behalf of educational institutions. The 
section also defines the term "ordinary scho_ol 
year" and further clarifies the provision rela
tive to intensive postgraduate, vocational, or 
trade course. 

Section 7 is a formal provision relating to 
the effective date of the bill if enacted into 
law. 

HOUSING FOR VETERANS ATTENDING 
EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I have 
been working with a veterans' group and 
a group of college and civic leaders with 
regard to a particular bill I am about to 
introduce, and. with regard to which I 
wish to make some explanatory remarks. 
A news release went out this afternoon 
on the subject, so in order to include the 
contents of that release in today's REC· 
ORD, I shall appreciate it if those who 
have honored me by staying will permit 
me to take a few minutes for a brief com- . 
ment with regard to this very important 
bill. I shall Speak at some length later 
on the bill when it is reported by the 
conmrtttee to which it' is referred. 

Mr. President, I am introducing a "bill 
to aid in providing housing for veterans 
attending educational institutions, and 
for other purposes. I am introducing it 
in my behalf and in behalf of my dis
tinguished colleague, the senior Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. CoRDON]. The bill we 
are introducing has been drafted to meet 
the need for housing for student vet
erans who are attending universities un
der provisions of the GI bill. It pro
vides a three-way plan, so that it will 
fit every section of the country and so 
that it can be adjusted to the particular 
requirement of any authorized educa
tional institution which may be attended 
by veterans under the bill. 

The three-way plan embodies the fol
lowing: 

First. Loans to public agencies. This 
means · any State, county, municipality, 
or other Government agency or public 
body, or any educational institution ap
proved under the GI bill which is au
thorized to engage in the development of 
a housing project. 

Loans made to public agencies shall 
bear interest at the rate of 2 percent. 
The housing authority under this section 
will approve rentals it deems to be fair, 
and the rental charged veterans will then 
be reduced below the established rental 
by an amount equal to 50 percent there
of, except that the reduction shall not 
exceed $15 a month for single veterans 
or $30 a month for a veteran and his 
t~mily. Such reduction shall be credited 

by the authority as a payment on the 
loan. 

There is a maximum of $4,000 per fam
ily dwelling unit except in cities where 
the population is over 500,000, and in this 
event the maximum is $5,000 per family 
dwelling unit. 

Second; The second approach is by the 
construction of housing at educational 
institutions by the United States under 
the Lanham Act, with the same provi
sions for reduced rentals "for the vet
erans as in the case where loans are 
made for the constru.ction of housing. 

Third. The third approach is that 
where no living quarters are made avail
able at reduced rentals under this act 
for veterans and their fa:milie~. their 
subsistence allowance shall be increased 
by $15 a month for veterans without 
dependents and $30 per month for vet
erans with dependents. 

It is possible now for educational in
stitutions to obtain self-liquidating loans 
from the Reconstruction Finance Cor
poration. The usual policy of the R. F. 
C., however, is to charge 4 pel'cent and 
it would require special authorization 
from the directors to reduce this amount. 
The interest rate provided for in the 
bill I am introducing is 2 percent, and 
there are the further benefits above in
dicated to assist educational institutions 
in providing housing. 

I think it is urgent for the Congress 
to enact legislation of this character be
cause unless it does so, the educational 
provisions of the GI bill in many in
stances will be valueless because the sum 
provided under this bill will be used up 
for housing-accommodations and there 
will be little left for tuition and other 
college expenses. If our boys are to get 
the benefits of advanced education, we 
must do something to see that they can 
house theu:tselves and their families at 
a moderate rental. 

I wish to s'ay, Mr. President, that I have 
been working on this subject not only 
with college ·administrators but with 
leaders of veterans' groups, who recognize 
that although the motives of Congress 
were of the very highest in passing the 
so..,called GI bill, the bill is in need of 
extensive revision if it is to accomplish 
the ends sought by those motives. This is 
particularly true in the educational sec
tions of the present law. Although it is 
conceived to be desirable to give veterans 
the advantage of college training, under 
tha educational sections, it is now prac-. 
tically impossible for them to obtain such 
training under the money allowances of 
the act. There are very few college 
towns in which veterans who have fam
ilies can rent accommodations for less 
than $50 or $60 a month. It should be 
remembered their entire allowance is 
only $75 under the GI Act. . 

I think it is also important that we 
keep in mind the fact that the educa-. 
tiona! sections of the GI Act have great 
rehabilitative value. I can think of no 
better place for veterans who are seeking 
an education to make their readjustment 
to civilian life than on the campuses of 
Ame.rican ·universities. So I believe it is 
important that we so amend the' act as 
to enable veterans to attend college and 
have their families with them, living in 
decency and as a part of the universitY, 



1945 CONGR-ESSIONAL ·RECORD-SENATE 4227 
community. I should not want them 
scattered all over the town or the sur
rounding areas, living in basements and 
attics, and places of exceedingly low ren
tal value. We should give them what 
they are entitled to, and it seems to me 
that on this historic day we can well 
afford to direct our attention to making 
good with regard to the great debt of 
gratitude we owe to the living veterans 
who are winning the fight to keep Amer-

. ica free. 
I think we need to go through the G. I. 

law and amend those features which 
now make it impossible for the veterans 
really to take advantage of what Con
gress had in mind when the law was 
passed. I have attempted to draft a 
bill which will make it possible for vet
erans to obtain an education, and actu
ally live on the campuses of American 
universities with their families. 

Mr. President, I make one further 
point in conclusion. This is not the 
only section of the G. I. law which needs 
immediate revision by the Congress. I 
wish to urge the importance of imme
diate action in regard of veterans' leg
islation. I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD at the con
clusion of my remarks an editorial from 
the Portland Journal, written by Mr. 
R. F. Owen. Mr. Owen was formerly a 
lieutenant commander in the United 
States Navy. He gives a very interest
ing account of the experiences which 
he has had to go through in an attempt 
to take advantage of the loan provisions 
under the G. I. law. I know that most 
Senators have received correspondence, 
as I have, to the effect. that the loan 
provisions· are not V{Orking out ~o the 
benefit of the veterans. . They may be 
working out to the benefit of some loan 
agencies and office holders, but not to the 
benefit of the veterans. 

I have sought in the bill I am intro
ducing to amend-really to implement
the educational sections of the G. I. law. 
I am endeavoring to accomplish in this 
bill the type of thing which I" think we 
need to do with most of the other sec
tions of the law. Possibly the law should 
be rewritten, but it can be amended in
telligently, and I have sought to do it so 
far as providing low-cost housing for vet
erans under the educational sections of 
the act is concerned. At a later date, 
if other Senters do not see fit to do so, I 
shall offer further amendments to the 
GI law in regard to its loan sections, 
and also in connection with medical at
tention and hospitalization for veterans. 
I also think that the time limitations of 
the GI Act need to be greatly liberal
ized as indica ted by Mr. Owens in his 
splendid editorial. • 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

WHERE GI BILL FAILS 

(By Roy F. Owen) 
t am mad, hurt, and concerned over the 

GI loan bill. It means exactly nothing 
in a financial way but one more great big 
headache for this country to face with its 
returning soldiers and sailors. 

Before I was released from active du!Y with 
the Navy, we held meetings to instnf'ct the 
men in what they would be entitled to upon 
the~r discharge and release. The GI loan 

bill, we said, provides for a loan up to $2,000 
guaranteed by the Government for either 

. purchase of real property or for use in get
ting started in business of some kind. 

Upon my release I decided to test the effec
tiveness of the bill. · I am not personally in 
need of money but I wanted to see for my
self what the GI bill provided. I went 
to the Veterans' Administration in Port ancf 
to inquire as to procedure to be followed in 
securing a loan. I was at once referred to 
a hank, any bank, for origination of the loan 
and to secure and complete the necessary 
forms . I went to a banker I personally know 
well. He referred me to the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation in this city. The gen
tlemen at the R. F. C., after questioning me 
at some length as to the · purpose of the 
loan-a business one-advised me of several 
things: · 

1. The R. F. C. does not lEmd money-only 
approves loans made. 

2. No loan can be made unless and until a 
bank refuses the loan. 

3. No loan can be made without good 
collateral. 

4. No ·consideration can be given one's 
professional reputation or record of success. 

5. Any loan must be applied for within 
2 years of separation from service. 

6. The R. F. C. cannot even consider an ap
plication for a loan until the veteran has 
completed a series of forms that go from the 
R. F. C. to the Veterans' Administration in 
Portland to the Veterans' Administration in 
Seattle and from there to an office in New 
York and then either back through the same 
chain or to somewhere else. 

Now, if one had good collateral, he would 
not need a GI loan, but could go to the 
bank and get whatever money was needed 
within the limit of his credit. 

The 2-year clause means loans, 1f and 
where granted, will be on real estate at an 
inflated value, or we force the veterans to 
buy real estate, thus forcing · an inflated 
V~U& • 

There is a contradictory angle that says 
loans under the GI bill cannot be made on 
property bought at more than its reasonable 
normal value. Where can anyone find prop
erty now that sells at a normal valuation? 

Lastly, our ·returning soldiers and sailors 
will, in the maln, be youngsters. They are 
not ready to buy homes and settle down or 
go immediately into business for them
selves. Yet, if they practice the caution of 
waiting, the 2 years will expire b~fore they 
receive any benefit from the GI bill. 

Framers of the bill may have had the wel
fare of our servicemen at heart. But they 
certainly bungled the instrumentality of the 
legislation. It should be amended before it 
defeats its purpose by breaking rather than 
making morale. 

Mr. MORSE. I ask · unanimous con
sent to introduce the bill, and to have it 
appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 
977) to aid in providing housing for 
veterans attending educational institu
tions, and for other purposes, introduced 
by Mr: MORSE (for himself and Mr. CoR
DON), was received, read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

HOUSE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
REFERRED 

The following bill and joint resolution 
were each read twice by their titles and 
referred as indicated: 

H. R. 694. A bill to amend se.ction 321, title 
m, part II, Transportation Act of 1940, with 
respect to the movement of Government 
traffic; to the Committee on Interstate Com
merce. 

H. J. Res. 177. Joint ·resolution repealing a 
portion of the appropriation and contract 

authorization available to the Maritime Com
mission; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

DIPLOMATIC PROTECTION OF AMERICAN 
PETROLEUM INTERESTS ABROAD 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that a mono
graph which has been prepared by Mr. 
Henry S. Fraser, chief counsel for the 
Special Committee Investigating Pe.tro
leum Resources. be printed as a Senate 
document. It is a study ef dtplomatic 
protection of American petroleum inter
ests abroad, a very valuable and schol
arly presentation of this matter, which 
I believe should be available to all Mem
bers of the Senate. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that it be printed as 
a Senate document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 
JEWISH RIGHT8-ADDRESS BY SENATOR 

WAGNER 

(Mr. WAGNER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECOP.D an \1-dcl.ress 
delivered by him at a mass rally for Jewish 
rights held under the joint auspices of the 
American Jewish Conference and American 
Zionist Emergency Council, at Lew!sohn 
Stadium, New York; April 29, 1945, which 
appears in the Avendix.] 

WHAT IS THE AMERICAN WAY OF LIFE?
ARTICLES BY SENATOR SALTONSTALL, 
SENATOR WILEY, AND GOV. ELLIS 
ARNALL, OF GEORGIA 

[Mr. BURTON asked and obtained leave 
to have printed In the RECORD a symposium 
entitled "What Is the American Way of Life?" 
containing articles by Senator Saltonstall, 
Senator Wiley, and Gov. Ellis Arnall, of 
Georgia, which appears in the -Appendix.] 

DEDICATION OF THE NEW WOODROW 
WILSON HOUSE-ADDRESS BY HON. JO
SEPHUS DANIELS AND STATEMENT BY 
ARTHUR SWEETSER 
[Mr. HILL asked and obtained leave to have 

printed in the RECORD an address delivered 
by Hon. Josephus Daniels at the dedication 
and opening of the new Woodrow Wilson 
House in New York City m1 April 17, 1945, 
and also a statement by Mr. Arthur Sweetser, 
president of the Woodrow Wilson Founda
tion, on the same occasion, which appear in 
the Appendix.] 

RIVER BASIN AUTHORITIES AND THE 
NEW COMMUNITY-ADDRESS BY HON. 
LELAND OLDS 

[Mr. MURRAY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an address en
titled "River Basin Authorities and the New 
Community," delivered by Hon. Leland Olds, 
Vice Chairman of the Federal Power Com
mission, before the Washington Academy ot 
S::iences, Washington, D. C., on April 19, 
1945, which appears in the Appendix.] 

ADDRESS BY HON. OSCAR R. EWING AT 
NATIONAL RALLY OF THE UNITED 

. AMERICANS FOR UNITED NATIONS 

[Mr. KILGORE asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an. address 
delivered by Hon. Oscar R. Ewing, vice c~air
man, Democratic National Committee, at the· 
National Rally of the United Americans for 
United Nations at New York City on April 
25, 1945, which appears in the Appendix.] 

BREAD, NOT STONE-ARTICLE FROM THE 
STARS AND STRIPES 

[Mr. KILGORE asked and obtained leave 
. to have printed in the RECORD an article en
titled "Bread, Not Stone," published in the 
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Stars and Stripes of April 11, 1945, w:Qich 
appea~s in the Appendix.] 

OBLIGATION OF A HOME-FRONT SOLDIER 

[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD a statement en
titled "Till the Last Shot Is Fired-My Obli
gation as a Home-Front Soldier," issued by 
the I Am an American Foundation, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

THE EDUCATION OF DENTISTS IN WAR· 
TIME-EDITORIAL FROM JOURNAL OF 
THE AMERICAN DENTAL ASSOCIATION 

[Mr. ELLENDER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
entitled "The Ed~cation of Dentists in War
time," published in the last issue of . the 
Journal of the American Dental Association, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

THEY SHALL NOT MARCH ALONE
. ARTICLE BY CHAPLAIN GROVER C. 

SCHWARTZ 

[~r. ·BILBO asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an article en
titled "They Shall . Not March Alone-The 
Spirit of the American Chaplain," by Chap
lain Grover C. Schwartz, published in the 
March 1945 issue of the Mississippi Veteran, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

SALARY INCREASE FOR MEMBERS OF 
CONGRES&-LETTER FROM NEW YORK 
BOARD OF TRADE 

[Mr. TUNNELL asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD a letter from 
John B. Glenn, president of the New York 
Board of Trade, Inc., on the subject of a 
salary increase for Members of Congress, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

CONTROL AND TREATMENT OF INFANTILE 
PARALYSIS 

[Mr. LANGER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an address on 
the control and treatment of infantile 
paralysis, delivered by Sister Kenny before 
the Illinois State Legislature, which appears 
in the Appendix.] 

WORLD POWER CONCEPTS-ARTICLE BY 
DAVID _LAWRENCE 

[Mr. LANGER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an article 
entitle~ "World Power Concepts Unfolding 
at Parley," written by David Lawrence, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

JUSTICE FOR THE POSTMAN-EDITORIAL 
FROM NEW YORK DAILY MIRROR 

[Mr. LANGER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an editorial en
titled "Justice for the Postman," published 
in the New York Daily Mirror of April 28, 
1945, which appears in the Appendix.] 

A SQUARE DEAL FOR POSTAL WORKERS
EDITORIAL AND LETTER FROM BOSTON 
DAILY RECORD 

sent to have the editorial printed in the 
RECORD, because it analyzes a vote in the 
House of Representatives on the first 

· veto message of the President of the 
United States. I myself nave made no 
such analysis. I have never examined 
a vote in either branch of. the Oongress 
from a partisan or political standpoint. 
However, reading this editorial disturbs 
me. I am disturbed at the thought which 
is implied; and because I am disturbed, 
I ask unanimous consent that the edi
torial be printed in the RECORD, and 
urge that it receive the niost careful 
consideration of every Member of the 
minority party. · 

There being no objection, the edi
torial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
THE REPlJBLICANS IN ·CONGRESS WRITE ANOTHER 

CHAPTER 
For the sake of the record it is important 

to note the action of -the Republicans in 
the House of Representatives on the first 
veto of a bill by President Truman. 

The issue was whether blanket exemp
tion from the Selective Service Act should 
henceforth ba granted to ail farm workers, 
thereby establishing an especially favored 
group of citizens. 

President Truman properly vetoed this pro
posal. His own . party in the House of Rep
resentatives voted to sustain him in this 
veto by a majority of 164 to 30. 

And what did the House Republicans do? 
They voted 154 to 12-more than 12 to 1-

to override the veto. Mr. :MARTIN of Massa
chusetts, Republican leader, led the way. 

The same old stupid business goes on of 
looking for political advantage by "voting 
against the President." Now in the record 
of the House Republicans a new item of o,p
position is added to a record that already 
includes opposition to repeal of the arms 
embargo, opposition to selective service, op
position to renewal ~f selective service, op
position to the Hull trade program, op-
position to lend-lease. · 

It is a curious thing the way a Republican 
candidate for the. Presidency bobs up ·every 
4 years and then seems surprised because 
the independent voters of the country don't 
rush to support the Republican Party "on 
its record." 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, as I under
stand, this is an editorial which criti
cizes the Republicans in the House. 

Mr. HATCH. That is correct. · 

[Mr. LANGER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an editorial en
titled "A Squ~re Deal for Postal Workers," 
together with a letter from William C. Do
herty, president of the National Association 
of Letter Carriers, published in the Boston . 
Daily Record of April 21, 1945, which appear 
in the Appendix.] 

Mr. TAFT. It criticizes the Republi
cans in the House for voting to override 
the President's veto of a bill to exempt 
farm laborers. The bill was passed 
unanimously by the Senate. As I re
member the circumstan0es, every Mem
ber of this body approved it. It was 
supported and put through by the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] 
and received the unanimous support of 
this body. 

An editorial which criticizes the Re
publican Party in the House· for voting 
for a measure which was unanimousJy 
approved by this body, and which met 
the active support and approval of many 
of the members of the majority party 
here, as well as the minority party, may 
be a proper element in the RECORD; but 
I should like to call attention to the facts 
behind this particular measure. 

EXEMPTION OF FARM WORKE:RS FROM 
SELECTIVE SERVICE-ACTION BY RE
PUBLICANS IN CONGRESS ON VETO BY 
THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I hold in 
my hand an editorial entitled "The Re
publicans in Congress Write Another 
Chapter," published in the New York 
Times of May 5, 1945. I have been de
bating whether to ask unanimous con .. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I wish to 
have it definitely understood that I make 
no criticism of anyone. However, I read 
the editorial with deep concern, becausa 
it shows a marked partisan division, a 

thing which I dislike, especially when ·I 
review in my own mind the questions 
which will confront this country in the 
months ahead. I submit the editorial for 
the consideration of all Members of Con
gress, for whatever it may be worth. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I suggest 
that when the Republican Members 
voted against the convictions which they 
held all along, that was far less partisan 
than the vote by majority Members in 
the House o~ Representatives, who for
merly had one view, and, simply because 
the President happened to veto the bill, 
were willing to change their views and 
refuse to vote for the bill again. That 
certainly was more of a partisan exhibi
tion than the action of the Republicans 
in the House. 
PLANNING OF RURAL ELECTRIFICATION 

PROJECTS 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I wish to 
make a brief statement in connection 
with Senate bill 89. Last week I advised 
the Senate that I would move to take up 
that bill following the disposition of the 
bill which was then before the Senate. 

Today I learn that the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS]; ·who is chair
man of the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, is unavoidably out of the 
city on official business. I shall there
fore not move to take up the bill today, 
but probably will do so on Thursday. As 
I understand, the Senator from Okla
homa is expected to return by that time. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I can well 
understand why the Senator from Illi
nois would not wish to bring up the bill 
today, in the absence ofthe distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Agricul
ture and Forestry. I shall be glad to 
cooperate with the Senator in obtaining 
consideration of the bill on Thursday. 

As soon as the Senate shall have fin
ished the business on the calendar in 
executive session, I shall move that the 
Senate resume the consideration of leg
islative business, with the intention of 
taking up for consideration at that time 
the motion of the junior SenatQl' from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER] to reconsider 
the vote by which the so-called Tydings
Bilbo hospital construction bill passed 
the Senate a few days ago. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

. Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, for the 
information of the Senate, let me say 
that a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Public Lands and Surveys is plan
ning to hold hearings in New Mexico and 
Arizona, which will run through the 15th 
or May. I do not know whether or not 
the chairman of the committee, the Sen
ator from New Mexico [Mr. HATcH] will 
make a similar request; but on my own 
behalf I ask unanimous consent to be ab
sent from the Senate during the hear
ings, which will last approximately a 
week. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the Sen
ator from South Dakota? The Chair 
hears none, and the request ~s granted. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, tomor
row several members of the Committee 
on Public Lands and Surveys will be 
comJ1elled to leave Washington in con
nection with committee hearings, The1.· 
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Will be detained in the West for probably 
a couple of weeks. For myself, the Sen
ator from South Dakota [Mr. GuRNEY]. 
tl:e Senator from Indiana (Mrl WILLIS], 
and the Senator from Oregon LMr. CoR
DoN], I ask unanimous consent that we 
may be excused from attendance on du
ties of the Senate during that period of 
absence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and consent of the Senate is granted. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. HILL. I move that the s~nate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion ' was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
<"Xecutive business. 
EXECUTIVE REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

Mr. McKELLAR·, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported 
favorably the nomination of W. Coy St. 
John, to be postmaster at Manchester, 
Tenn., in place of Hugh Doak, resigned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. MAY· 
BANK in the chair) . If there be no fur
ther reports of committees, the clerk will 
proceed to state the nominations on the 
calendar. · 

FOREIGN SERVICE 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Foreign Serv
ice. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the nominations 
in the Foreign s~rvice be confirmed en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Foreign Service nomina
tions are confirmed en bloc. 

POSTMASTER GENERAL 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Robert E. Hannegan, of Mis
souri, to be Postmaster General. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the nomination 
of Postmaster General be temporarily 
passed over, until the routine · nomina
tions are confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

POSTMASTERS 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the routine 
postmaster nominations be confirmed en 
bloc. · 

Mr. BALL. I ask that the nomination 
of Thomas J. Kosanda, to be postmas
ter at Hopkins, Minn., be excepted from 
that request. I desire to make a brief 
statement regarding the nomination. 

Mr. Mc'!CELLAR. That will be satis
factory, 

Mr. HILL. I so modify my request to 
have the postmaster nominations con ... 
firmed en bloc, and I ask that with the 
exception noted by the Senator from 
Minnesota, they be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
nomination for postmaster at Hopkins, 
Minn., will be temporarily passed over. 

·without objection, the remaining post
master nominations are confirmed en 
bloc. I 

THE ARMY 

' The legislative -clerk proceeded to rea~ 
sundry nominations in the Army. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the nominations 
in the Army be confirmed en bios. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Army nominations are 
confirmed en bloc. 

The clerk will now state the first nomi
nation which has been passed over. 

POSTMASTER GENERAL 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Robert E. Hannegan, of Missouri, 
to be Postmaster General. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, Ire
quest a vote on the nomination. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr.,President, at the 
conclusion of my remarks it will be my 
intention to request that, by unanimous 
consent, the nomination of Robert E. 
Hannegan to be Postmaster General be 
recommitted to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. I do not make 
that request at this time. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for the purpose of per
mitting me to suggest the absence of a 
quorum? 

Mr. DONNELL. I yield. 
Mr. MORSE. I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 

following Senators answered to their 
~amei: 

Austin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Bilbo 
Briggs 
Buck 
Burton 
Bush:field 
Butler 
Capper 
Chavez 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Downey 
Ellender 

_ Ferguson 
Green 
Gurney 
Hart 
Hatch 

Hawkes O'Mahoney 
Hayden Overton 
Hickenlooper Radcliffe 
Hill Reed 

. Johnson, Colo. Revercomb 
Johnston, S. C. Roberteon 
Kilgore Russell 
La Follette Shipstead 
Langer Smith 
Lucas Stewart 
McFarland Taft 
McKellar · Taylor 
McMahon Tunnell 
Maybank Tydings 
Millikin Walsh 
Mitchell White 
Moore Wiley 
Morse Wilson 
Murdock Young 
Murray 
O'Daniel 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I an
nounce that my colleague, the junior 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
HoEY],- is absent. having gone to North 
Carolina to fulfill an engagement at a 
commencement occasion. He will re
turn, so he told me, on Wednesday. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen
ator from Virginia [Mr. GLAss], the Sen
ator from New York [Mr. MEAD], and the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. ScRUGHAM] 
are absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. AN
DREWS] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BARKLEY], the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. GEORGE], and the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. THOMAS] are absent inspect
ing concentration and prison camps in 
Europe. 

The Senator from Virgina [Mr. BYRD l 
and the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
EASTLAND] are absent on official business 
for the Senate Naval Affairs Committee, 

The Senator from Kentucky ·[Mr. 
CHANDLER], the Senator from Rhode 
Island ' [Mr. GERRY], the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. GUFFEY]- the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. HoEY], the 

Senator from Washington [Mr. MAGNu
soN], the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MYERS], the Senator from Florida 
fMr. PEPPER], the Senator from Okla
homa [Mr. THOMAS], and the S~nator 
from New York [Mr. WAGNER] are absent 
on public business. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CoN
NALLY] is absent as a delegate to the . 
International Conference in San Fran-
cisco. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Me
. CARRAN J and the Senators from Arkansas 
(Mr. McCLELLAN and Mr. FULBRIGHT] are 
absent on official business. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WHEELER] is attending to public busi
ness pertaining to his State. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Ver
mont [Mr. AIKEN] is · absent by leave of 
the Senate. · 

The Senator from Tilinois [Mr. 
BRooKS], the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr .. WHERRY], and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SALTONSTALL] are 
absent on official business visiting vari
ous concentration and prison camps in 
Europe. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN
DENBERG] is absent on official business 
as a delegate to the International Con
ference at San Fra~cisco. 

-The Senator from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS] 
is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. ToBEY] is absent on official com
mittee business. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART] is absent on official business. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. BREWS
TER] and the Senator from Indiana LMr. 
WILLIS] are detained in committee 
meeting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. SixtY
one Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President. as I 
indicated a few moments ago, it is my 
intention at the conclusion of my re ... 
marks to ask unanimous consent that 
the nomination of Robert E. Hannegan · 
to be Postmaster General of the United 
states be recommitted to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. It is 
my further intention, in the event that 
the rereference be made, to ask the com
mittee to hold public hearings on the 
nomination, to which hearings Mr. Han
negan, as well as other witnesses, shall be 
invited or summoned. 

At this time I propose to address my 
remarks to certain reasons why the nom
ination shculd be · recommitted to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, and why hearings should be held. 

The first of the reasons why recommit
tal to the Committee on Post Ofiices arid 
Post Roads should be had is that this 
nomination has not been presented at a 
bearing of that committee. On May 3, 
the nomination was reported to the Sen
ate. On May 3, a paper, a copy of which 
I have in my hand, was passed around 
among some but not all of the members 
of the committee. That paper was 
signed by 11 of the 19 members of the 
committee •. 
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Mr. McKELLAR~ Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield?. 
Mr. DONNELL. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. The statement of 

the Senator from Missouri is correct that 
11 members of the committee signed the 
report. They were composed of both 
Democrats and Republicans. Only one 
of them objected at the time, and he 
afterward withdrew his objection. So 
in making its report the committee, by 
following the method of polling its mem
bers, did only what has been done for~ 
I can only speak for the 29 years during 
which I have been a Member of the Sen
ate-a great many years. Such method 
has been an accepted custom in deter
mining the views of the committee on 
nominations submitted to it. 

Mr. MonsE anc:i Mr. TAFT addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield, and if so 
to whom? 

Mr. DONNELL. I yield first to the 
Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MORSE. I am very glad to hear 
the explanation just made by the dis
tinguished Senator from Tennessee be
cause, as a freshman in the Senate, I 
am not familiar with Senate committee 
polling methods. As a member of the 
committee, I was not polled. I wish to 
say, however, that if the custom to 
which the Senator has referred has been 
pursued for the past 29 years, it is about 
time that it be changed. I think that 
when we are asked to consider an ap
pointment as important as that of a 
Postmaster General, · each and every 
member of the committee should be con
sulted I have ascertained that I was 
·present on the floor of the Senate at 
the time the so-called polling took place. 
In my judgment, each and every mem:. 
ber of the committee should have been 
·polled; but it seems to me that sound 
practice would have called for a meeting 
of the committee for a full discussion · 
·of an appointment so vital to the in
terests of this country as is the appoint
.ment of a person to be a member of the 
Cabinet. 

Later I shall speak with reference to 
what criteria I think should be applied 
in connectiqn with determining the 
qualifications of a person who has been 
appointed to a Cabinet position. I be
lieve the Senate is well aware of the 
position I took on a previous occasion 
with regard to the President's preroga
tives when an appointment to a Cab
inet posit ion is made. But I do not 

, think that such an appointment should 
be confirmed until there has been af
forded full and adequate opportunity 
for the committee to hold hearings. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, it 
seems to me that it was only a short 
time ago when we had before us for 
consideration the nomination of Mr. 
Wallace to be Secretary of Commerce. 
As I now recall, the Senator from Oregon 
then argued that the President, having 
·sent to the Senate the nomination of 
a person to be a member of his Cabi .. 
net, should have the right to have the 
nomination confirmed as a matter of 
course. 

Mr. MORSE. The distinguished Sen .. 
ator. from Tennesseee could not be mar~ 

mistaken with regard to my Yiews on 
any matter than his remarks just spoken 
show him to be in regard to IllY views 
in connection with the Wallace nomi
nation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from 
Oregon voted for Mr. Wallace. 

Mr. MORSE. I was one who believed, 
on the basis of the criteria which had 
been established throughout the history 
of this country in regard to Cabinet ap
pointments, that Mr. Wallace's nomina
tion should be confirmed by the Senate, 
and I so voted. I shall not at this time 
discuss those .criteria. · However, as a 
Member of the Senate on this side of 
the aisle, I was one who insisted that 
Mr. Wallace's qualifications be deter
mined by those criteria. After the 
lengthy committee hearings on Mr. Wal
lace, -I became convinced that Mr. Wal
lace met those tests. I am not saying 
that Mr. }iannegan cannot meet them; 
I merely assert that they should be ap
plied to his nomination. Hence, in fair~ 
ness to Mr. Hannegan and President Tru
man, I think th~t the Senator from 
Tennessee, as chairman of the Post Of
fices and Post Roads Committee, should 
call a meeting of the . committee for a 
determination of the procedure -which 
should be followed by the committee in 
this matter. 

Mr. TAF·T. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? -

Mr; DONNELL. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, without dis

cussing the question as to the wisdom of 
the practice of· polling committees-and 
I may say parentl)etically that I think it 
is a very bad practice-! believe that the 
nomination of every important officer 
which is sent to ·the Senate should be 
considered at a me~ting of the committee 
to which the nomination has been re-

. ferred. I think that notice of ~he ap
pointment should be given in order that 
all Members of the Senate may come 
before the committee and object to the 
nomination or request that hearings be 
held. But apart from that, it has also 
been the practice, so far as I kpow, that 
'when an 'appointment is reported to the 
Senate, before any action is taken upon 
it, it is submitted to the Senators repre
senting the State from which the ap
pointee comes for their comment and 
advice. 

1 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. DoN

NELL] was not consulted in connection 
with this appointment. He was a mem
ber of the committee, but he was not 
polled until after a large majority of the 
committee had already signed the re
port. · If we are to follow the practice to 
which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
McKELLAR] has referred, I submit that 
the practice was ignored in this particu .. 
lar case. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The clerk of my 
committee, acting under my instruction, 
did poll the Senator from Missouri. I 

. do not know whether he signed the re
port, but both Senators from Missouri 
were advised of the nomination. 

I may say very frankly that it never 
occurred to me that Mr. Hannegan would 
not meet the requisite qualifications for 
the high office of Postmaster General. I 
never dreamed that any objection woula 

be made to his nomination. I was aston .. 
ished when objection was made. A few 
Senators were consulted, and the com
mittee was polled in the usual and every
day way in which such polls have been 
conducted during the past 29 years I 
have been a Member of the Senate. In 
fact, the same method was pursued many 
years before I became a Member of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, with 
respect first to the statement of the dis
tinguished Senator from Tennessee as to 
the custom which has prevailed, I under
stood him to say that such custom had 
prevailed with respect to the nomination 
of postmasters. I invite the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that this appoint
ment does not concern alone a · Post .. 
_master General. Tbe appointment is of a 
member of the Cabinet of the President of 
the United States. I further invite at
tention to the fact that with the excep
tion of the incident, to which I shall ad
vert in a moment, the matter was never 
mentioned to me either directly or in
directly. 

On the 3d day of May, which was 
the date on which the nomination was 
reported to the Senate, a gentleman 
whose identity I do·not know, but whom 
I judged to be the clerk of the cO'mmittee, 
or an assistant, came to my desk and 
handed me a paper or card upon which 
appeared various signatures. He made 
mention of the fact that the card or pa .. 
per related' to the appointment of Mr. 
Hannegan, and inquired in substance 
whether I would sign it. I looked at the 
paper and told him that I would not sign 
it; that I desired to consider the matter 
before determining what I should do. 
The paper was never again presented to 
me. My signature is not upon it.- I do 
not know how many Members of the 
Senate or of the committee had already 
signed the paper when it was presented 
to me. I do know, however, that upon 
such paper or card, over the signature of 
the Honorable WILLIAM LANGER, United 
States Senate, appeared the words: ''Op
posed, and want a hearing." 

I undertake to state further that this • 
request of the Senator from North Da
kota, whether withdrawn or not by him, 

· was never submitted to the committee. 
I undertake to supplement the remarks 
made by the Senator from Oregon and 
the Senator from Ohio, for which I am 
grateful, by stating that, in my judgment, 
when a member of a committee of the 
-United States Senate asks for a hearing 
upon the question of the appointment 
of a member of the Cabinet of the Presi
dent of the United States, it would ap':" 
pear to me certainly_ to be right and at 
least courteous to call the committee to
gether and present the request of the 
Senator to the committee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Missouri ~-; eld to the 
Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. DONNELL. I yield. 
· Mr. McKELLAR. When the clerk of 
the. committee called on the Senator 
from Missouri, who is now speaking, and 

. showed him the poll of the .committee, 
and asked him to sign or do whatever 
he wished to do about it, did the Senator 
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from Missouri request of the clerk that 
a hearing be held? . 

· Mr. DONNELL. No, sir; I do notre
gard the clerk of the committee as the 
committee itself. I .was handed this doc
ument which had at the bottom of it over. 
the names which are there signed the 
words "With the recommendation that 
the nomination be confirmed." The 
paper or card did not indicate at any 
place that it was designed to be the doc
ument upon which there should be con
tained a request for a hearing; but the 
Senator from North Dakota inscribed on 
it the words I have quoted. I did not 
sign the paper, and the request of the 
Senator from North Dakota for a hear
ing was never communicated to the Com
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question?_ 
. Mr. DONNELL. I yield. 
· Mr. MORSE. After the Senator had 

notified the clerk of the committee that 
he would not sign the slip of paper that 
had been shown him did the chairman 
of the committee at any time thereafter 
suggest to the Senator from Missouri
that there would be a committee meeting· 
to consider the Senator's objections? · 
: Mr. DONNELL. My statement to the 

gentleman who, I assumed, was the'Clerk 
of the committee, was that I would not 
sign· it, and neither then nor thereafter 
have I ever heard from the chairman of 
the committee or ariy member of · the 
committee requesting me to indicate 
whether I would sign or whether I de
sired a hearing. 

Mr. McKELLAR . . Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mi. DONNELL. I shall be glad to 
yield in a moment. 
· I discussed the matter with several 

Members of the Senate, but there has 
been no meeting of the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads to consider 
the request of the Senator from North 
Dakota, and, as I have indicated, the 
paper, signed as it was by only 11 mem
bers of the committee, only 10 of whom 
approved the .nomination, does not, in 
my jUdgment, constitute action of the 
committee, regardless of the practice 
which the distinguished Senator from 
Tennessee and other Senators say has 
prevailed. 

I now yield to. the Senator from 
Tennessee. 

Mr . . McKELLAR. Mr. President, it 
just happens that the chairman of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads was in the Senate the entire after
noon, and he remembers very distinctly 
not only having seen the Senator from 
Missouri in the Chamber, but having seen 
him in the Chamber practically all after
noon. The Senator from Missouri, hav
ing received the usual · ordinary report, 
made in the usual ordinary way and 
signed in the usual ordinary way, does he 
not think that if he had any reason for 
making objection or wanting a hearing it 
would have been the simplest matter for 
him to have gone to the chairman of the 
committee and so expressed himself? 
The chairman of the committee, because 
he happens to be chairman, is still a 
Member of the Senate; he is exceedingly 
friendly to the Senator from Missouri~ 
and would have been glad if the Senator. 
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from Missouri at the time had made such 
an objection or .such a c~aim to have 
had it go before the committee; but th~ 
Senator was perfectly silent on the sub
ject on the day the action was taken. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. DONNELL. I shall be glad to yield 
in ~ moment. I should ·like fir~t to 
answer the Senator from Tennessee. In 
my judgment, the proper procedure for 
me to follow is that which i am follow
ing, namely, to present upon the floor of 
the Senate, which I · shall do, a request 
for unanimous consent that the nomina
tion of Mr. Hannegan be recommitted to 
the committee. . 

I now yield to the Senator from Kan
sas. 

Mr. REED. Mr. P:esident; I happen to 
· be a member of the . Senate Committee 
on Post Offices and Pos' Roa.ds; I also 
happen to be the ranking ·Republican 
member of that committee. I signed the 
card which has been referred to because 
I had no information from any source,. 
not the slightest intimation, that there 
would be ~ny serious objection~! with
draw the word "serious" and say -any ob
jection to the confirmation of Mr. Han
negan. 

I desire to say that circulating a card . 
to take a poll of the committee is not 
good practice. I hold that view under 
the tutelage of the distinguished Senator 
from Maine [Mr. WHITE], the minority 
leader, who has always, so far as I know, 
objected to such procedure in other com
mitteeS' on which I have served with him. 

Mr. Presl.dent, I would not have signed 
that card if I had known that there was 
any opposition, if ·r had known that any 
Senator, especially a Senator from the 
nominee's own State had made obje&tfion. 

I am very sorry indeed that the Sena
tor from Missouri did not notify the 
chairman or even mention the matter to 
ine as the ranking minority member. I 
certainly would have insisted upon a 
meeting of the committee and considera
tion by the committee. I doubt if the 
Senator from Missouri could get unani· 
mous consent, but if he wants to make a 
motion to recommit the nomination I 
certainly shall vote for it. 

Mr. DONNELL. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. President, the Senate will re,call 

that on the afternoon of May 3, the same 
day on which the nomination was pre
sented to the Senate, sometime before 10 
minutes past 4, ·which was the hour of 
the recess the chairman of the committee 
sought to obtain immediate considera
tion and confirmation of the nomination. 
I may say that prior to that time I had 
already talked with the minority leader, 
and I think prior to that time I had also 
talked with the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio upon this subj__ect. It was 
under consideration in my ·mind as to 
the proper course of conduct for me to 
pursue. 

To my mind, Mr. President, the remark 
made by the distinguished Senator from 
Kansas illustrates very clearly the lack 
of wisdom of the practice of a commit
tee undertaking to act without the hold
ing of a meeting, The very opportunity 
for the interchange of views, the very 
o_pportunity for the Interchange of in
formation. does not . -eXist under the 

practice by which a piece of paper is 
circulated around to the individual mem
bers. That illustrates the fact, just as 
in the case of a board of directors of a 
corporation, in my judgment,' that there 
i§, to_ say the least, very serious doubt 
as to the validity of the action, so-called, 
of a committee which is not based upon 
some formal action in a meeting of the 
committee. 
. In fact, the rules of the Senate, I 

think tlistinctly contemplate that com
mittees shall act in meetings. I call at
tention to rule XXV, subdivision 3, foun~ 
on page 32 of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, which prescries as follows: 

That the several Standing Committees o! 
the Senate having a membership of more 
than three Senators are hereby respectively 
authorized to fix, each for itself, the number 
of its members who shall ' constitute a quor
um thereof for the transaction of such busi-· 
ness as may be considered by said commit-
te~ · ' 

With a certain limitation upon the 
number which may constitute a quorum. 

I note in Webster's Unabridged Dic
tionary the definition of "quorum" to 
be as follows. _, · 

Such a number of the officers or members 
of any body as ill--

And I call attention to thes~ next 
words-
when duly assembled; legally competent to 
transact business. 

S'o, Mr. PresidEmt, not in any spirit of 
hostility, not in any spirit of denial of 
the fine courtesy which · has been con
stantly extended ·to me by the dist:ln
guished · Senator from Tennessee, for 
whom I have the highest regard, but 
from the standpoint of what I believe 
to be good and proper practice, I call to 
the attention of the .Senate the fact, as 
I have indicated, that there was no meet
ing of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads on this important matter. 
Indeed-and I trust the chairman of the 
committee will take no offense at my 
meittioning the fact-I have been in 
Washington as a Member of the Senate 
since the lOth day of January of this 
year, and there has been no meeting of 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, to my knowledge, . certainly none 
of which I have been informed, on or 
since the lOth day of January 1945. 

The point I make at the outset, as I 
have said, is that among the re~sons why 
there should be a recommittal of the 
nomination to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads is the fact that 
the nomination has not been presented 
at a meeting of the committee. 

It is to be noted also, Mr. President, 
that there is no urgency which would 
prevent · action in normal and proper 
course, legal course, if you please, by the 
committee. There is no urgency which 
would prevent the holding of hearings·, 
because the appointment, as I observe 
from the document of which I have a 
·copy, the paper signed by 11 out of 19 
members of the committee, distinctly 
states that the effective date of the ap~ 
pointment of Mr. Hannegan is July 1, 
1945, approximately 8 weeks from the 
.present time. So there is no urgency 
~hich woul<i have. required us. on th• 
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3d day of May, to pass upon this nomina .. 
tion without prior meeting of the com .. 
mittee, or which would require us to pass 
on it today. This point I mention as to 
the failure of the committee to meet is 
presented for the consideration of the 
Senate. 

There is a second reason which to my 
mind is persuasive and highly important 
as to the advisability of holding a hear· 
ing, or series of hearings, upon the nomi· 
nation. As I have mentioned, this is a 
Cabinet office, the office of an adviser to 
the President of the United States, an 
officer who· has under his jurisdiction 
vast interests, both of persons and of. 
property. I have been unable to secure 
a printed copy of the report of the Post
master General for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1944, but I observe from there
port which the Department has very 
kindly furnished me for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, that the postal 
operating revenues for . that year were 
$966,227,288, almost a billion dollars, 
under the jurisdiction of the Department 
over which the Postmaster General pre-. 
sides. 

I observe also in the same report the 
statement that the· number of employees 
of the Post Office Department of the 
United States is some three hundred and 
fifty thousand. I quote this significant 
and interesting sentence from the report: 

The Post Office Department is one of the 
largest employers of men and women in the 
country, and in peacetime is the largest in 
the Government. 

Not only, however, is there an exten .. 
sive personnel under the jurisdiction of 
the Postmaster General; not only is there 
a tremendous volume of business, as I 
have indicated but, in addition, there 
are important contracts all over the 
United States of America which may 
readily and properly tie considered as 
apt to be made by the Postmaster Gen
eral. For illustration, in normal times 
there comes under this Department the 
question of the construction of buildings 
for post offices. In the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, the· Department operated 
3.258 Government-owned buildings; and 
I know that in the State of Missouri-and 
my distinguished colleague· will concur 
with me, I am sure-there are a g~eat 
many very fine post office buildings, of 
whicn we are very proud; and from time 
to time there will be others constructed, 
in normal times, within our State, and in 
every other State in the Union. , 

There is another fact, Mr. President, 
which, as I see it, enters most strongly 
into the question as to whether or not 
the filling of this Cabinet office with the 
proper person is itself of highest im
portance. I refer to the fact that civil 
service is to be applied, and under the 
law of the United States is required to 
be applied, · to the Post Office Depart
ment. On the first day of January of 
this year there were 42,031 post offices . 
in the United States of America, and, 
as I have previously indicated, back in 
the fiscal year 1943 the number of em
ployees was some three hundred and fifty 
thousand. The great bulk. of these, I 
should judge, are clearly under civil serv .. 
ice, and this in itself makes it of high im· 
portance as to who 1t is, and what his 

attitude may be, who shall fill the office . 
of Postmaster General of the United 
States. 

The third of the reasons why there . 
should be a recommittal of this nomi- . 
nation to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads is the fact that the Post- • 
master General is generally regarded, 
and l.think correctly so, as exerting much 
influence, not ·only with respect to the 
appointment of those under his own 
jurisdiction, one-third of a million men · 
and women, but, furthermore, as exerting 
much influence in the entire field of 
Federal patronage. 

I quote from the ·washington Star of 
May 4 of this year: 

It is also a fact, however, that the Cabinet 
place-

Speaking of the Postmaster General· 
ship-
by reason of the patronage that goes with it, 
adds materially to the national chairman •. 

I shall make mention of the chairman 
proposition a little further in my re
marks. 

So we have three reasons, up to this 
point, as to why there should be a re
commital, first, the fact that the nomi
nation has never been presented to the· 
committee; second, that there is a high 
degree of importance in filling this Cab
inet office .with a proper person; and 
third, the fact that the Postmaster Gen
eral is generally recognized as exerting 

. much influence in the entire field of Fed
eral patronage. 

Mr. President, the fourth reason, as 
I see it, why the nomination should be 
recommitted to the Committee on Post 
Offices· and Post Roads is the decision 
which Mr. Hannegan is' reported to have 
made to retain his post as chairman of 
the Democratic National Committee 
while occupying the office of Postmaster 
General. I again quote frqm the Wash
ington Star of May 4: 

. When Postmaster General Walker- i~t 

:Who is now in office, I may say
When Postmaster General ... Walker resigned 

as party chairman last ·year he gave as a 
reason the fact that, with the war and the 
constantly growing volume of Post Office 
business, the latter position had become so 
important as to require-

And I quote him, as I ·understand it
the full attention and energy of the Post
master General. 

It is interesting to note .in this con .. 
nection the comments made in the Wash
ington Post of May 5, as follows: 

The position of Postmaster General should 
be regarded as a full-time job. We fall to 
see how the duties of that office can be suc
cessfully discharged . by an incumbent who 
is concurrently serving as chairman of the 
Democratic Party. 

Mr. President and Members of the 
Senate, this body is entitled to know 
how, and just how, .Mr. Hannegan ex .. 
pects to find time to .carry on both posi .. 
tions if Mr. Walker could not do so. 

I have advanced four reasons, and I 
now come to the fifth, which to my mind 
1s likewise of high importance as intli
cating the desirability and importance of 
a recommitment of the nomination to 
the committee. l'he fifth reason is the 

fact that the duties of Postmaster Gen
eral and those of the chairman of the 
National Democratic Committee are in
consistent. I quote again from the 
Washington Post of May 5, as follows: 

Such dual responsibilities also require an 
ofllceholder to follow incompatible objectives. 
For the first duty of a Cabinet officer heading 
a great Government department should be to 
raise standards of performance and protect 
his organization against encroacpment of the 
spoils system. 

I continue reading from the Washing
ton Post: 

The head of the party organization, on the 
other hand, is virtually compelled to exploit 
such opportunities as are open to him to 
parcel out political offices as the spoils of 
partisan victories. 

So I say, Mr. President, in addition to 
the reasons previously mentioned why 
there should be hearings before the com
mittee, is the incompatibility and incon
. sistency of the duties of Postmaster G~n-
eral and those of the chairman of the 
National Democratic Committee. 

Then, Mr. President, there is a sixth 
reason which to my mind is one of tre
menpous importance, and it is one which 
to my mind is of such nature and extent . 
as to require a knowledge of the facts 
which can only be secured by the Senate 
or by a committee of the Senate by hear
ings, and quite extensive hearings, too, 
upon the subject. 

The sixth reason is a series of inci
dents which occurred in the State of 
Missouri during Mr. Hannegan's career, 
which incidents should be examined into 
by the committee with the purpose of de
termining whether or not they indicate 
that Mr. Hannegan- is a proper person 
for the Postmaster Generalship. To my . 
mind the six reasons .which I have men
tioned are unanswerable respecting the . 
advisability and the importance and rea
sonableness of the request for unani
mous consent from every Member of the 
Senate for a recommitment of this im
portant nomination. 

I have referred to the sixth reason, 
which involves a series of incidents. I 
shall take the liberty, Mr. President, of 
starting right at the birth of Mr. Hanne:. 
gan. I shall endeavor to be as. little tedi· 
ous as is possible, yet I am sure the Mem
bers of the Senate will bear with me when 

·they realize the vast scope of the series 
of incidents to which I refer. 

Robert E. Hannegan was born in the 
city of St. Louis, Mo., in 1903. He at
tended St. Louis University and was an 
honor graduate of its law school in 1925. 
He was admitted to the bar of Missouri 
and entered the practice of his profes
sion in St. Louis. He was active in local · 
ward political affairs sometime prior to 
1934. 

In the spring of 1933, Bernard F. Dick
mann, whose name .will be mentioned 
several times, was elected mayor of the 
city of St. Louis. He was a member of 
the .same political party to which Mr. 
.Hannegan belongs, the Democratic Partye 
He was a close friend and a. political as
sociate of .Mr. Hannegan. 

On the 12th day of June 1934, in order 
to fill a vacancy then existing · upon the 
city committee of the Democratic Party 
for the twenty-first ward, Mr. Hannegan 
was appointed .by Gov. Guy B. Park, of. 
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Missouri, · as Dt:mocratic ward commit· 
teeman for · that ward. On August 22, 
1934, he was named by the St. Louis . 
Democratic city committee as chairman 
of that committee~ 

It is to be noted that in those days 
factional strife was developing in the 
Democratic Party in the city of St. Louis; 
and on May 31, 1935, Mayor Dickmann, 
in an effort to strengthen Mr. Hannegan, 
had the board of estimates tell all appli
cants for city jobs to "See Hannegan 
first." · 

Flve days later, June 4, Mr. Hannegan 
was ousted as chairman, being succeeded 
by one John P. English. Mr. Hannegan 
retained, however, his high place in the 
counsel of the Dickmann administration, 
and participated in a meeting of . the 
Dickmann so-called cabinet, which con
firmed the dismissal of hundreds of city 
employees who had been recommended 
by committeemen and committeewomen, 
who had opposed Messrs. Hannegan and 
Dickmann. 

There was pending at that time in the 
city· of St. Louis a very important city 
administration measure. That was the 
proposition of the so.-called river-fr-ont 
im.rrovements bond issue, sometimes 
called the Jefferson memorial, relating to 
the beautification and improvement of a 
great expanse of river front on the· Mis
souri River, the tearing down of great 
numbers of buildings, leaving intact the 
beautiful cathedral, old in point of his
tory and in point of interest. It was a 
very important matter for that admin
istration. 

The administration of Mayor Dick
mann was very anxious to procure the 
two-thirds vote requisite at the election 
to authorize the bond issue of seven and 
one-half million dollars. 

On the 7th day of September 1935 
Mayor Dickmann, spealdng before 4,200 
city employees, said he expected them to 
get out a vote favorable to the river
front improvement bond issue of seven 
and a half million dollars. He stated: 

We will know who is working and who is 
shirking. There is going to be a check-up on 
:Wednesday. 

Which was the day following election. 
, And I don't mean maybe. No matter who 

may have recommended any city employee 
for appointment, if he is not loyal he will 
be got rid of. I am tired of pussyfooting and 
backbiting. Only those willing to pull in 
harness are wanted in this administration. 

Three days later, September 10, 1935, · 
occurred the election by wliich the seven 
and one-half million dollar bond issue 
above-mentioned, which, as I have in
dicated, had been actively sponsored by 
the Dickmai:m administration, carried 
by a vote of 123,299 to 50,713. 

The next day there occurred at the 
city hall a riot in which four persons were 
slightly injured by bullets, and the coat 
of Mr. English, whom I have mentioned, 
was pierced by a bullet. 

I now come to July 23, 1936.. The St. 
Louis Post-Dispatch of that date pre
sented first accour .. ts of registration 
frauds. I call attention to the date, 
Jhly 22, because it was only 12 days, I 
believe, before the approaching primary 
election. The Post-Dispatch presented 
first accounts of registration frauds, and 

for 6 days made additional disclosures, 
during which period the board of elec~ 
tion commissioners failed to take action 
to remove illegal names from election 
lists, though on August 4 a primary elec·· 
tion was to occur. · 

About July 28, 7 days before the elec· 
tion, the board of election commis· 
sioners decided to recheck the entire 
registration, which recheck disclosed, be
fore the primary election which was to 
occur on August 4, 1938, that there ,were 
46,252 names on the registration lists 
which were "not found," amounting to 
approximately 11.7 percent of ~he total 
registation of the city of St. Louis, or 
about one out of n'ine names. 

On August 1, 1936, there occurred the 
primary election. On that day, in the 
election, Mr. Hannegan was again elected 
to the Democratic city committee. The 
Post-Dispatch rechecked ~fter the pri
mary, and found that of some 38,794 
persons included in the 46,252 "not 
found," only 2,648 appeared and re., 
quested ballots, and that all of that n~in
ber except 287 were permitted to vote. 

On August 16 or 18, 1936, Mr. Han
negan was again chosen Democratic city 
chairman. Forty-seven of the fifty-six 
persons elected on August 4 were Dick
mann candidates for the city committee. 

I have referred to the river-front im
provement bond-issue election of Sep
tember 10, 1935. The relevancy and im- . 
portance of that will appear in a 
moment. On the 8th of September 1936 
the Post-Dispatch charged the existence 
of extensive frauds in the river-front 
improvement bond-issue election of Sep
tember 10, 1935, and carried a headline 
reading "Widespread fraud found in 
Jefferson memorial bond-issue election." 

The frauds asserted to exist were of 
various types. I shall not take the time 
to detail them, except to mention a very 
few illustrative incidents. In two pre
cincts no negative votes were reported 
by the election officials. In two precincts 
there were more votes cast, according to 
the returns, than thej_·e were persons 
registered in those precincts. In one 
case ballot-box stuffing was admitted by 
two election officials. Forged signatures 
were discovered on registration books. 
Affidavits in all the 19 wards which voted 
above the necessary two-thirds majority 

• disclosed that the affiants cast more 
negative votes than there were officially 
counted. In four precincts of Mr. Han
negan's ward there were shown only 52 
negative votes on the official returns, 
whereas affiants appeared with affidavits 
indicating that 270 persons had voted in 
the negative, and 51 other persons who 
did not make affidavit asserted that they 
also had voted in the negative. Thus a 
total of 321, 270 of whom are supported 
by affidavit, asserted that they had voted 
in ~he negative in these four precincts 
of Mr. Hannegan's ward, although the 
official returns showed but 52 negative 
votes. 

The Post-Dispatch, in the issue of 
September 18, 1937, in which it re- -
counted certain history of the period 
which I have discussed said, referring to 
the river-front improvement bond issue: 

The successful outcome of this election 
was one of the major goals of Mayor Dick
mann's first administration. He spoke re• 

peatedly in favor of the issue, and personally 
urged all city employees to vote for the bond 
issue and aid in putting it over. 

I quote further: 
Investigation of the election by the Post· 

Dispatch showed that in each of the 18 wards 
returned as giving a vote of more than the' 
necessary two-thirds for the bond issue, and 
in one other ward, fraudulent returns were. 
made, and "no" votes were not counted as 
cast. 

With this situation existing in the city 
of St. Louis, a wid!3spread demand arose 
in that city for the removal of the board 
of ·election commissioners. We will find ~ 
in a moment the attitude which Mr. 
Hannegan, who had now been restored 
to the position of the cl'iairman of the 
Democratic city committee, took upon 
this widespread demand. We find that on 
or before September 18, 1936, Mr. Han
negan urged upon Governor Park that 
the 'existing members of the board of 
election commissioners be retained. In 
the Post-Dispatch of September 18, 1937, 
the following statement appears: 

Telling the frantic efforts of politicians to 
retain the board, for the good of the Demo· 
cratic Party, in the face of widespread de
mands for its removal after exposure of gross 
election frauds, Governor Park said that one 
of those who urged its retention was Robert 
E. Hannegan, chairman of the Democratic 
city committee and the city's lobbyist at the 
1935 session of the legislature. 

I should say parenthetically that Gov
ernor Park was no longer Governor when 
he made this statement. · 

I continue to quote from the statement 
- of Governor Park: 

"Hannegan based his appeal on practical 
politics," the former governor said, "with
out discussing the merits of the case. He 
urged me not to fire the board. He said it 
would be bad for the party and that it would 
come at a peculiarly inopportune time just 
before the November election. But I told 
him the board would have to go." 

On September 18, 1936, Governor Park 
removed the board by telegraph. On the 
same day the Governor issued a state
ment from which I quote the following: 

I!l no instances has it been shown that 
any irregularities in connection with the pri
mary election or with the registration were 
with the knowledge or consent of any of the 
election commissioners. A prompt and vig
orous investigation by the office of the dis
tinguished circuit attorney of the city of 
St. Louis, · a man with irreproachable public 
record, and by ·a grand jury of St. Louis 
citizens has shown it to be a fact that such 
violations of the election laws or such ir
regularities as· may have occurred were by 
appointees of the commission or by individ- · 
uafs over whom it had no control. However, 
it appears that the commissioners were not 
diligent in supervising the acts of their ap
pointees, and for this reason I am removing 
them from office. 

Mr. Hannegan continued as chairman 
of the Democratic city committee from 
and after his election, which had oc
curred on either August 16 or 18, 1936, 
until the lOth day of February, 1942. 
In the St. Louis Post-Dispatch of March 
9, 1942-remember the date, March 9, 
1942, because it was shortly after the 
date on which Senators Truman and 
Clark had announced their advocacy of 
Mr. Hannegan for appointment as Col· 
lector of Internal Revenue in the city 
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of St. Louis-there appeared an article 
on this subject. Under a headline ex
tending clear across the page of the edi
torial section of the Post-Dispatch is 
the following: 

Ex-Boss Hannegan, who. conspired to 
"steal" the governorship, now is to be re
warded by the President with a $7,000-a-year 
job. · 

In an article published in the St. Louis 
Post-Dispatch on March · 9, 1942, Mr. 
Curtis A. Betts, whose name appears as 
its author, who is the State political cor
respondent of the Post-Dispatch, and 
who is widely known throughout the 
State of Missouri by legislators and the 
general public, said this: 

The political history of St. Louis was a 
sorry one during the 8 years of the Dick
mann-Hannegan .machine rule. Immedi 4 

ately after Dickmann's first election in 1933, 
there developed a step-by-step progress to:. 
ward the building of a machine to rival tha~ 
of Boss Tom Pendergast of Kansas City, 
whose debauchery of the ballot and of public 
officials led to his downfall and his incarcer
ation in the penitentiary. 

Even before · the colossal blunder of the 
attempted governorship steaJ, the public had 
begun to grow restless under the threat of 
a machine designed to be more powerful even 
than Pendergast's. It had seen the machine 
under Hannegan's chairmanship invade the 
sanctity of the judiciary, it had seen the 
machine knife good candidates and place 
its tools on the Circuit bench. It had known 
of the heavy padding of election registration 
lists. 

But it was not until the machine's effort 
in 1940 to place in the Governor's office Law
rence McDaniel, the Dickmann-Hannegan 
candidate, through a sordid use of polit
ical might--the Democratic control of the 
legic;lature-that it so far overstepped the 
bounds of even political decency as to bring 
down upon it the overwhelming wrath of the 
voters. 

In a few moments I shall have some
thing to say about that wrath. 

Early in the campaign for the Demo
cratic nomination for Governor of M.is
souri in 1940, Senator Allep McReynolds, 
of Carthage, a man of :J:"I..igh standing in 
Missouri, a well-known lawyer and pub-

. lie figure who served with distinctiop in 
the State senate, and as a member of the 
recent State constitutional convention, 
invited the support of Messrs. Dickmann, 
Hannegan, and the -citizens of St. Louis 
on the basis of a fair and impartial dis
charge of the duties of the office of Gov
ernor. On ..t\,pril 13, 1940, Senator Mc
Reynolds issued a statement in t1 :e course 
of which he told of what happened fol
lowing his invitation for their support. 
Said the Senator: 

I :was informed by Mayor Dickmann and 
Mr. Hannegan that they had been unable to 
obtain the kind of recognition and appoint
ments they desired from the Governor's 
office in Missouri and in order to cure this 
situr.tion they would have their own candi
date for Governor in the person of Larry 
McDaniel. 

At the primary electiOn of August l940, 
Mr. McDaniel was nominated for Gov
ernor on the Democratic ticket, and I was 
nominated on the Republican ticket. 

On August 6, 1940, Mr. Hannegan was 
reelected as committeeman, and on Au
gust 20, 1940, he was reelected as .. chair
man ()f the committee. 

_ That which the Post-Dispatch refers 
to in the headline as the "Attempt to 
steal the governorship,'' to which refer
ence is made in the article from which I 
have quoted, is one of the outstanding 
incidents of Missouri history. 

I notice that a day or so ago a refer
ence appeared in a Washington, D. C., 
newspaper to the effect that a political 
or election dispute in Missouri would pos
sibly be brought before the Senate. I 
wish to say it is not to be characterized 
as a political dispute. As I have indi
cated, it is one of the most important' 
and outstanding incidents in Missouri 
history, and I venture to say that not a 
Member of the Senate who is informed 
about the matter will undertake for an 
instant to deny the correctness of my 
statement. 

In the issue of the St. Louis Post-Dis
patch of January 12, 1941, the following 
appeared: 

The scheme of the Democratic · State 
committee-

By the way, let me say that I have 
· never heard anyone chaTge that the 
Post-Dispatch is a Republican news
paper. It is, I understand, an independ
ent newspaper. I think many people 
feel that it has inclinations toward the 
Democratic side. It has supported Mr. 
Roosevelt. It has criticized him at 
times. But I have yet to hear anyone 
ever say that either the St. Louis Post-· 
Dispatch or the st. Louis Star-Times 
was or is a Republican newspaper. 

Here is what the Post-Dispatch said on 
J-anuary 12, 1941, right in the midst of 
this so-called governship steal: 

The scheme of the Democratic State Com
mittee to deprive Governor-elect FoaREST C. 
DoNNELL, Republican, of office by means of a 
partisan legislative investigation of his elec
tion and to seat his Democratic opponent, 

. Lawrence McDaniel-

Please listen to this-
has presented probably the most important 
political problem which has ever arisen in 
the State. 

The legislature's decision early today in 
support of the scheme establishes a prece
dent of momentous effect. Never before has 
an attempt been made to keep out of office 
the candidate for Governor elected on the 
face of the official election returns. 

The issue is . whether a politically consti
tuted legislature may, on the basis of a parti
san committee's report of frauds and irregu
larities in the conduct of an election and 
without recounting all of the ballots, give the 
governorship to the candidate shown by the 
returns to have . been defeated. 

The basic fact in the governorship situa
tion pending in the legislature is that the 
Democratic legislature, under pressure from 
the Democratic State committee, is planning 
to seat the Democratic candidate for Gov 4 

ernor wit hout a full recount of the ballot s, 
notwithstanding the fact that the official 
election returns showed the Republican can4 

didate elected by a plurality of 3,613. 

The election had occurred on Novem
ber 5, 1940, and the Republican candi
date was, according to the official re
turns, elected by a plurality of. 3,613. 
That was on November 5, 1940. Eight 
days later there occurred a meeting or 
gathering of some kind at the DeSoto 
Hotel. in St. Louis. ;Mayor Dickmann is 

quoted in an article ·in the Post-Dispatch . 
of January 29, 1941, as follows: 

Hannegan called the meeting, as I remem
ber it. 

Mr. Hannegan had this to say about 
it, in the Post-Dispatch of January 30: 

I had returned from Hot Spings, Ark., the 
day prior to the meeting, and learned thn.t 
Senator Clark and other Democratic lee.d
ers were coming to St. Louis, and I decided 
to have a number of Democrats at a general 
meeting. 

Then there is some other language or 
reference, which I omit reading, and then 
appears the following: 

No particular Democrats were invited to 
this gathering or excluded from it. Var ious 
Democrats came and left, and during the 
afternoon I would say that possibly as many 
as 20 or 25 persons visited the room. 

What was the purpose of this meeting? 
Mayor Dickmann said, as appears in the 
Post-Dispatch of January 29: 

The meeting was to see what steps, if any, 
should be taken about. the governorship . .. 

What was done? Mr. Hannegan said, 
according to the January 29 issue of the 
Post-Dispatch: 

There were conferences at va'rious times 
and places--

Please observe carefully that this is his 
statement published on January 29. The 
Senate will observe in a moment a fur
ther statement which he made on the 
~Oth. This is the statement on the 29th, 
the day of the issue of the Post-Dispatch 
in which Mayor Dickmann is quoted as 
saying: 
· The mee-ting was to see what steps, if any, 
should be taken. about the governorship. 

Mr. Hannegan said-I quote from the 
Post-Dispatch: 

There were. conferences at various times 
and places and there may have been a meet
ing at the DeSoto Hotel, at which Hulen 
dec!ded to make an inquiry as to whether 
there had been irregularities in the balloting. 

All further activity and all decisions as to 
the form of the inquiry were taken by Hulen 
and his committee without conference with 
the St. Louis group. 

Mr. Hulen, to whom reference was 
made, · was Mr. C. Marion Hulen, of 
Moberly, Mo., the then chairman of the 
DBmocratic State Committee of Mis
souri. 

On January 30, 1945, the Post
Dispatch further quoted Mr. Hannegan 
as follows: 

At the gathering politics was discussed 
generally, and in discussing the ele~tion just 
passed all seemed to feel that any invest i
gation was a State committee matter au d 
should be determined and handled by Mr. 
Hulen and the State committ ee. 

It will be recalled that Mr. Hannegan 
had stated that he had learned that Sen
ator Clark and other Democratic leaders 
were coming to St. Louis, and that he 
had decided to have a number of Demo
crats at a general meeting. But Senator 
Clark and Mr. Hulen, according to the 
Post-Dispatch of January 30, did not 
reacl;l the hotel until approximately 6:30 
p. m. Mr. Clark, to . whom reference is 
made, was Senator Clark, a former 
Member of this body. 
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I read from the Post-Dispatch: 
The meeting was just a gabfest. I had 

been in the country and came in late, and 
nothing was decided while I was there; but 
it seemed the concensus tnat there should 
be an in vestigation by the State committee, 
The official vote had not then been tabulated, 
and everyone thought someone should start 
collecting evidence. There was no decision 
at the meet ing to contest the election, and I · 
never attended any subsequent meeting at 
which procedure for a contest was discussed. 

Mayor Dickmann said: 
We all discussed the 'Situation generally, 

but nothing was decided while I was there. 
I was the first to leave. 

Charles M. Hay, who was there, said: 
It was decided that Marion Hulen would 

m ake an inquiry to see if he could gather· 
evidence of fraud. Everyone concurred in 
the decision that this inquiry should be 
undertaken. • • • Hulen said emphat
ically dur ing the conference that he and 
the St ate committee would not proceed un
less they found convincing evidence. We 
did not discuss the question of procedure 
in the event such evidence was found. The 
matter of seating DoNNELL, or the form of 
any possible contest, was never mentioned. 
That was handled by Mr. Hulen and the 
State committee, without seeking my advice. 

Attorney General Roy McKittrick was 
present, and stated to a reporter the 
following: 

I said to Hannegan in particular, "One 
thing you fel~ows in St. Louis should con
sider carefully. If you go into this, you will 
be the ones who are under the gun; You 
have a city election in the spring, while we 
country boys have 2 years to get over it 
before we have an election." Charlie Hay 
said something to the same effect. 

I may say to the Senate that at ap
proximately 6 o'clock in the evening of 
May 3 of this year, Mr. Hannegan tele
phoned me. ·He declared in the course 
of a very extended conversation that 
General McKittrick made no such state
ment as that credited to him. It is ob
vious that the statement of General Mc
Kittrick is very important. 

A plan for an "investigation contest'' 
was developed. Mr. Hulen said on Janu
ary 29: 

I , and I alone, started this. No one else. 

Mr. Hulen sent 10 lawyers throughout 
the State in search of evidence. A State
wide investigation had been in progress 
under Hulen's direction since the 18th 
day of November. On the 28th of No
vember Hulen conferred in St. Louis with 
Dickmann, Hannegan, and others rela
tive to the possibility of contesting the 
election of Governor. The Globe-Demo
crat of November 29, 1940, stated: 

Hulen stated he will know about the mid
dle of n ext week the degree of truth in re
ports of alleged fraud, irregularities, and 
errors. 

On December 30, 1940, the Democratic 
State committee at Jefferson City, Mo't 
approved a petition to be presented to 
the legislature asking the leadership to 
conduct "a general and sweeping investi
gation into the vote cast for Governor.'' 

Mr. Hulen, however, did not reveal even 
to the membirs of the committee, the 
detailed evidence which he said had been 

gathered by investigators under his direc· 
tion. Mr. Hulen said: 

The St ate committee--

! invite the attention of Senators to 
this because it is very important
proceeded on the assumption that the assem
bl~ has authority to conduct an investiga
tion before it issues a gubernatorial certifl· 
cate of election: 

The difference between an . investiga
tion, so-called, and . a contest, is that an 
investigation would occur before the seat~ 
ing of the person elected on the face of 
the returns, and during it the person· 
shown by the returns to be elected would 
not be seated. . 

That was the plan determined upon, 
and Senators will now see what the Su
preme Court of Missouri said about a 
contest. According to the Missouri Su
preme Court, under the constitution and 
laws of Missouri, a contest is a proceed
ing under which the person elected on 
the face of the returns would be seated, 
after which a contest would be filed and 
determined by the joint assembly of the 
house· and senate. 

On January 3, 1941, in St. Louis, Chair
man Hannegan told the S.t. Louis Demo
cratic City Committee that he had a 
letter from Hulen asking the committee 
to endorse the plan. On that day, Jan
uary 3, by a unanimous oral vote the 
committee passed the resolution it had 
been asked to adopt. I quote from the 
Post-Dispatch of March 21, 1941: 

Thereafter, Chairman Hannegan was a fre
quent visitor in Jefferson City. He spent 
time in the offices occupied by St. Louis repre
sentatives and senators, in the legislative 
halls, and the capitol corridors. His presence 
was remarked on by out-State legislators. 

On the nights of January 7 and 8 a 
caucus was held of the Democratic mem
bers of the house of representatives. 
The issue before the caucus was whether 
the procedure to be followed would be 
that of an investigation under which the 
G-overnor-elect on the basis of the re
turns, would not be seated pending the 
outcome of the investigation, or that of a 
contest under which he would be seated, 
followed by the contest itself. Following 
presentation by Hulen, 75 of those pres
ent in the caucus voted for the investiga .. 
tion and only· 7 voted against it. The 
entire St. Louis delegation voted for the 
so-called investigation. On the morning 
or during the day of January 8-I do not 
know what time-Gov. Lloyd C. Stark, 
Democrat, said: 

I do not care to make any stat ement, be
cause, as Governor, i feel that I should hold 
myself aloof in this matter. However, all the 
able constitutional lawyers I have talked to 
agree that the duly elected Governor should 
be seated as required by the constitution, 
and the contest, if any, then be carried out 
according to the constitution. 

The legislature convened on that same 
day. I quote from headlines of the Post
Dispatch of January 8, 1941: 

Increasing opposition to Democratic Com
mittee's scheme to keep DoNNELL (Republi
can) out of Governor's offlce. No objection to 
contest in legal form but lawyers say pro
posed move is steal. 

Governor Stark and Senator McReynolds, 
Democrats, join Republicans and Independ~ 
ents in contention that speaker of house 
must declare DONNELL elected. After this, if 
right to office is challenged, ballot boxes 
must be opened and votes counted. 

The Star-Times _of January 14 referred 
to the fact that on or about the 9th or 
lOth, Attorney General McKittrick in
formed the Senators that the ballot boxes 
would not be opened through purely a 
legislative investigation and accordingly 
the so-called contest was filed in the 
name of James T. Blair, Jr. 

Then there was held a joint session 
of the two bodies of the legislature, which 
began shortly after 4 p. m., January 
10, and lasted until nearly 5 o'clock in 
the morning of January 11. That ses
sion will never be forgotten by anyone 
who participated in it. The joint as
sembly adopted joint resolution No.3, the 
provisions of which, in substance, were 
as follows: 

Flrst, it constituted a committee of 10 
persons, 6 of them Democrats and 4 of 
them Republicans, empowered-notice 
the word "empowered"; we will come to 
that in a moment-to recount all the 
ballots cast for Governor, .to conduct a 
general investigation; to require the 
opening of the poll books, tally sheets, 
and ballot boxes in any of the precincts 
and counties; the recount to be attended 
by an equal number of Democrats and 
Republicans. 

The members of the committee, how~ 
ever, consisted of six Democrats and four 
Republicans. 

The second thing in the resolution was 
that pending the investigation and action 
of the committee no declaration of elec- · 
tion should be made by the speaker of · 
the house of representatives with refer
ence to the office of Governor and that no 
certificate of election·should be issued. 

The St. Louis Star~Times, under date 
line of January 11, the same day on 
which this all-night session concluded, 
contained an article _under a heading 
reading: 

Solid front vote of St. Louis group factor 
in contest; Hannegan holds party delegation 
in line during DoNNELL test in assembly. 

Under that heading appears this state~ 
ment: 

The large Democratic bloc of St. Louis 
legislators kept in line throughout the week 
by the day and night efforts of Robert Han
negan, chairman of the Democratic City 
Committee of St. Louis was a big factor in 
the battle that ended in defeat for the 
FORREST C. DONNELL forces early today, 

Mr.' President, if you had been in Mis
souri at that time you would have seen 
arise a storm of resentment from one end 
of the State to the other, not confined to. 
Republicans, but embracing thousands
upon tens of thousands of fine citizens of 
that State. 

A rather remarkable incident occurred 
on the very day, the 11th of January, 
on which this action was taken in the 
middle of the night. A group of St. Louis 
women came to Jefferson City, and, bear
ing a small w~ite casket; filed into ·the 
rotunda of the capitol in what they 
termed a "funeral service for the State 
constitution." 
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I call attention · now to the empower

ing provisions. The resolution empower
ed the committee to make an investiga
tion of all the precincts; it empowered 

. them to recount all the ballots. The Star
Times-and ·if there ·is anyone in the 
Senate Chamber or within the hearing 
of my voice or anywhere in the United 
States who will say that the Star-Times 
is a Republican newspaper, I should like 
to hear him here and now or at any 
other time-the Star-Times uncovered 
a joker in this particular resolution. I 
quote from the Star-Times: 

While the committee has the authority to 
open all the ballot boxes, its aut horiz:1tion 
contains a " joker" in that it may make a 
recount only in those precincts which the 
committee "may deem necessary"- · 

A committee not composed of an equal 
number, but a committee of a partisan 
group, six Democrats and four Repub-
licans. · 

Then I desire to .call attention to an 
editorial which appeared in the Star 
Times on the 11th of January, as I recall, 
or about that time-and I am quite sure 
it was the 11th-under the headline "The 
despoilers": 

C. M. Hulen, c;:hairman of the Democratic 
State committee. 

Robert E . Hannegan, chairman of the St. 
Louis Democratic committee. 

James T. Blair, Jr., chairman of the· Cole 
County Democratic committee. 

Roy McKittrick, Democrat, attorney gen
eral of the State. 

Morris E. Osburn, Democrat, speaker of 
the housa of· representatives. 

Democratic senators and representatives, 
with a few honorable exceptions, members of 
the sixty-first general aESembly. 
. Look them over! These are the politicians 
who play leading parts in the plot to deny 
an election certificate to FoRREST C. DoNNELL, 
RE-publican, chosen Gove:·nor 6f the State on 
the basis of official returns. 

These are the political schemers guilty of 
a most shameful perversion of power for par
t iS? 'l. JlUrposes this State has known since 
it entered. the Union in 1820. 

Hulen filed the request in behalf of the 
Democratic State committee, for a "legisla

. tive" investigation of the returns. 
Hannegan whipped into line the St. Louis 

legisla tive ci.elegation (solidly Democratic) 
to support Hulen's plea. Blair filed a petit ion 
for a· "contest" when it became evident that 
not e·;en the overwhelming Democratic ma
jority would support the Hulen-Hannegan 
strategy unless a "contest," as well as an 
'·investigation" was asked. 

McKittrick gave the Democrats a technical 
legal opinion advising them that their con
duct was legal-

By the way we shall see again what the 
supreme court of the State said about 
that-
though the constitution nowhere says that 
a Governor-elect may be kept out of office 
pending legislative inquiries of any kind. 

Osburn, as speaker of the house, complied 
wit h the Democratic caucus plans and over
ruled Republican motions that he declare 
DONNELL elected. ' 

The Democratic legislators of the rank and 
file, with only a few dissenters, voted re
peatedly to uphold Osburn's rulings and 
voted, in the end, to bar Governor-elect DoN
NELL from office until a Democrat-dominated 
con:;mittee shot!ld make its "investigation" 
and conduct the Blair "contest." 

Look them over again I These are the men 
who bear responsibility for denying inaug
-uration to a governor-elect, as shown by of-

ficial returns, for the first time in Missouri's 
history. . 

These are the elect'ion grabbers, the un
scrupulous partisans, against whose ruthless
ness the only hope at this time is the State 
supreme court. 

I might mention at this point the State 
supreme court consisted of seven Demo
cratic judges. I sh~ll come to that in a 
moment. 

The Globe.-Democrat of January 14, 
4 days after this all-night meeting, re
ferred to the principle of bipartisan su
pervision of election procedure. 

By the way, I think, in fairness, I 
should say that, while the Globe-Demo
crat is an independent newspaper, I 
think it is 'generally considered-! cer
tainly personally so consider it-as hav
ing very strong Republican leanings. Its 
history is Republican, and, in JUY judg
ment, it is properly to be considered an 
independent newspaper with strong Re
publican leanings, whereas the Post-Dis
patch and the Star-Times are exactly the 
contrary. 

Quoting now from the Globe-Demo
crat: 

In the plans to contest the recent election 
for Governor of this State that principle-

Referring to the principle of biparti
san supervision of election procedure
th9.t principle is dumped into the ash can by 
the Democratic majority of the State l~gis
lature. It has appointed a partisan commit
tee to conduct the investigation and contest 
of that election, a committee of six Demo
crats and four Republicans, and this com
mittee in its first action completely ignores 
its Republican members, indicating very 
clearly that they will be permitted to have 
no actual t:art in its subsequent proceedings. 

There should be a general and vehement 
demand by the people of Missouri that, since 
a contest has been decided upon, however 
unsavory the means of that decision, it should 
be· conducted by a genuinely bipartisan com .. 
m ittee; that it should be thorough, fair, 
complete. Unless the supreme court acts to 
stop this procedure, only the people can pre
vent the consummation of a heinous crime 
against their rights, against the fairness of 
elections, which is a fundamental principle 
of democracy. 

In the Post-Dispatch of January 15, 
1941, the day after the editorial in the 
Globe-Democrat, appeared this: · 
· Hannegan, who is definitely opposed to the 
s€ating of DoNNELL pending the investiga
tion, was in Jefferson City while the legisla
ture was deciding to initiate the vote inquiry 
and to prevent the inauguration. His duty 
reportedly was to hold the St. Louis delega
tion in line with the inquiry plan. He was 
able to do so with the exception of St ate 
Sen ator Michael J. Kinney, who voted against 
the Democratic machine. 

In the Star-Times of about January 
11-I caimot make out the exact date in 
the photostat-"referring to the plan to 
keep DoNNELL out instead of . inaugurat
ing him on January 13," the editorial 
states-and remember, this is the Star
Times, and I repeat for the benefit of 
those who may not have been present 
when I started, the Star-Times has never 
been accused of being Republican-

Never before in the history of the State 
has a political party attempted this particular 
version of election thievery. It is a new low, 
reaching depths of political degradation un- · 
plumbed even in T<;:>m Pendergast's heyday. 

On January 13 ~11 officers elected on 
November 5 were inaugurated except the 
Governor. Several things happened the 
same day. Senator Searcy, chairman of 
the investigating committee, said he did 
not see how it would be possible for the 
investigating committee to count all the 
ballots 'in the State. On the same day, 
instead of the person who. had been 
elected Governor on the face of the re
turns being inaugurated, that individual, 
who happened to be myself, filed in the 
Supreme Court of Missouri a mandamus 
suit against the speaker of the house of 
representatives to compel him to open 
and publish the election returns for the 
office of Governor, and to declare elected 
the person who received the highest 
number of votes. 

Then Mr. Hannegan issued a state
ment on January 15, in which he-

(a) D~nied the charge that certain 
Democratic leaders are engaged in a 11e
liberate attempt to steal the governor
ship. 

(b) Charged the lavish and extrava-. 
gant use of money, both in violation of 
law and common decency. 

Meaning by ·the Republicans. 
. (c) Asserted that charges of fraud 

and irregularities came from all sections 
.of the State. - · 

(d) Stated that the results of an in
vestigation conducted by Mr. Hulen 
"were of such a nature that the State 
committee voted un~nimously to request 
the legislature to make a thorough in
vestigation to the end that the full facts 
might be brought to light." 

We will see in a few minutes, by the 
way, what were the results of the inves
tigation. 

Now listen to · this. · This contains a 
quotation from Mr. Hannegan. 

(e) Stated that "It was the opinion of 
the State chairman"-

That is, Hulen-
"It was the opinion of the State chair

man then and now, in which opinion I 
heartily concur, that this inquiry not 
only could, but should be made prior to 
the issuance of a certificate of election 
to Mr. DONNELL. 

(f) Expressed himself as "somewhat 
surprised that Mr. DoNNELL himself de
sires to be seated as Governor until the 
charges made are investigated and de
termined." 

(g) Stated, "I heartily join in the re
quest that all the ballots cast for Gov
ernor be recounted and that this be done 
as quickly and economically as possible 
and in .the presence of equal representa
tion from both political parties and then 
whoever is shown to have received the 
highest number of legal votes should be 
seated as governor." 

The Post-Dispatch printed this exten
sive statement, and, by the way, I a.sk 
unanimous consent that at this point in 
my remarks the entire article in the Post 
Dispatch be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc
FARLAND in the chair). Is there objec
tion?· 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
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CITY DEMOCRATIC LEADER WOULD ALLAY SUSPI• 

CION OF UNFA.IRNESS-GIRCUIT CLERK H. SAM 
PRIEST AND DR. R. EMMET KANE, LEADER OF 
ANTI-DICKMANN FACTION, URGE SEATING 
DONNELL 
Chairman Robert E. Hannegan of the Dem· 

ocratic cit y committee today joined the rap
idly growing ranks of Democrats who say they 

· favor nothing short of a full recount of ballots 
in the legislative inver,tigation of the vote for 
Governor. To allay any suspicion of an un· 
fair inquiry, Hannegan said he strongly favors 
the counting of ballots even in precincts in 
which the correctness of the count is unques· 
tioned by either party. 

Hannegan's statement today follows the
dechi.ration yEsterday by Congressman JoHN 
j, CocHRAN that he favors not only a com
plete recount of all the ballots cast but also · 
the immediate seating of the Governor-elect, 
Republican FORREST C. DONNELL. 

Today Circuit Clerk H. Sam Priest and Dr. 
R. E'mmet Kane, leaders of the anti-Dickmann 
faction of the local Democratic Party, joined 
in CocHRAN's stand. Hannegan is Mayor 
Dickmann's ·right-hand man in the adminis· 
tration of the local Democratic machine. 

Priest's full statement follows: 
"I have been asked for a statement of my 

position in the controversy over the govern
orship. 

"It is my personal opinion that the ber,t 
interests of the State of Missouri and the 
Democratic Party as well call for the counting 
of all the· ballots cast for Governor in the last 
ele<;tion, if contest proceedings ·are to be con
tinued. Such a recount should be under a 
committee or board on which both parties 

· will ·have equal representation. 
· "Since there seems to be no doubt that 
the official returns as transmitted to the 
legislature by the ' secretary of · state give 
Mr. DoNNELL a majority of the votes, he 
should be seated and allowed to act as Gov• 
ernor until such time as a final outcome of 
the contest may indicate otherwise." 

ROLE IN ADOPTING SCHEME 
Hannegan, who is definitely opposed to the 

seating of DoNNELL pending .the investiga. 
tion, was in Jefferson City while the legisla· 
ture was deciding to initiate the vote inquiry 
and to prevent the inauguration. His duty 
reportedly was to hold the St. Louis delega
tion in line with the inquiry plan. He was 
able to do so with the exception of State Sen
ator Michael J. Kinney, who voted against 
the Democratic machine. 

It was reported behind the scenes in Jeffer
son City that many·of the Democratic leaders 
who said they were in favor of a full recount 
of all ballots were secretly opposed to it and 
pla~ned to stop it when necessary. As final· 
ly drafted and passed, the resolution nam· 
ing the predominantly Democratic investi
gating COIX!mittee gave it power to select 
specific precincts for its vote recount. 

Han negan told the Post-Dispatch he had 
nothing to do with this resolution and in· 
sisted that, while he spoke to the St. Louis 
delegation, he. gave them no instructions. 
In a formal statement, he denounced as 
"plain, deliberate falsehoods" the assertions 
of Republican leaders that "certain Demo· 
cratic leaders a1·e engaged in a deliberate at
tempt t o steal the governorship." 

TEXT OF STATEMENT 
His stat ement follows: 
"I wan t to say in plain, clear language 

that the charges repeatedly made by Repub· 
lican leaders and by some of the ·press that 
certain Democratic leaders are engaged in a 
deliberate attempt to steal the governorship 
are plain, deliberate falsehoods. 

"Everyone who took part in the last cam· 
paign kn ew then and knows now that there 
never was, in the history of this State, such 
a lavish and extrav.agant use of money, both 
in ' 'iolation of law or common decency. Since 
the elect ion, the Republican organizations 

have admitted spending the unprecedented 
amount of approximately one-half million 
dollars and I think . the evidence will show 
that - they spent much more than that 
amount . . 

"It was not surprising, therefore, that 1m· 
mediately following the election, there came 
to the Damocratic State committee from all 
sections of the State charges of fraud and 
irregularities, charges that were too serious 
to be ignored, particularly so in view of the 
fact that the published returns showed a 
difference of only .0019 of 1 percent of the 
votes cast for Governor. 

"The chairman of the Democratic State 
committee, Marion Hulen, the proud posses· 
sor of a reputation for unquestioned honesty 
and integrity, conducted an extensive in• 
vestigation and the results of the investiga. 
tion were of such a nature that the State 
committee voted unanimously to request the 
legislature to make a thorough investigation 
to the end that the full facts might be 
brought to light. 

"CALLS SEATING UNJUST 
"It was the opinion pf the State chairman 

then and now, in which opinion I heartily 
concur, that this inquiry not only could, but 
should be made prior to the issuance of a 
certificate of election to Mr. DONNELL. I can 
see how there might be a difference of opinion 
as to w)lat the letter of the law provides, but 
there certainly can be no difference of opinion 
as to the spirit of the law. To place a man 
whose right to the governorship is challenged 
and on trial by members o~ a legislature in 
the Governor's chair would a contravene sense 
of justice. 

"The Republicans claim they want a fair 
investigation. If that is actually so, how 
can they demand that while the investiga· 
~ion is pending the vitally interested party 
should be occupying the powerful position of 
Governor. These Republican leaders mani· 
festly want to force DoNNELL into the gover-

. norship whether . he has been legally and 
honestly elected Governor .or not. Certainly, 
if DoNNELL should be seated as Governor 
while such an investigation is pending, every 
single official act of his would be under -a 
cioud of suspicion. I am somewhat surprised 
that Mr. DoNNELL himself desires to be seated 
as Governor until the charges made are in· 
vestigated and determined. 

"I heartily. join in the request that all 
of the ballots cast for Governor be recounted 
and that this be done as quickly and econom
ically as humanly possible and in the presence 
of equal representation from both political 
parties and then whoever is shown to have 
received the highest number of legal votes 
should be seated as Governor. If it should 
prove to be the Republican candidate, I will 
congratulate him and then join in the request 
that he be seated." 

• COCHRAN'S POSITION 
In coming out for the seating of DoNNELL, 

Congressman CocHRAN said that "unless the 
will of the people is carried out, there will 
be a break-down in our form of government." 
He said every ballot box, should be opened 
to determine the people's choice and that the 
investigating committee should be composed 
equally of Democrats and Republicans. The 
committee selected is made up of six Demo
crats and four Republicans. 

Priest also said the committee should be 
balanced between the two parties, and added: 
"Since there seems to be no doubt that the 
official returns as transmitted to the legisla
ture by the secretary of state give Mr. DoN
NELL a majority of the votes, he should ·be 
seated and allowed to act as governor until 
such time as a final outcome of the contest 
may show otherwise." · 

DR. KANE'S COMMENT 
· Dr. Kane, commenting on equal represen

tation in the proposed recount of the ballots, 
said that regardless of the method used 1n 

that process t~e final qecision would be made 
ruthlessly:by a partisan legislature. 

Approving Congressman CocHRAN'S state· 
ment, Dr. Kane said: 
· "That COCHRAN is right in holding DONNELL 

should be now in the Governor's chair there 
is absolutely no doubt.. No word juggling of 
Chairman Robert E. Hannegan or any other 
political sleight-of-hand artist .will convince 
any sane person who knows the meaning of 
simple English words that the constitution of 
Missouri is being followed by the Democratic 
majority in our legislature." 

PIECE OF BANDITRY 
Members of the legislature who voted to 

deprive DoNNELL of office during the investi· 
gation are "a disgrace to public life and 
ought to be driven out of it," he asserted. 
"It is evident from the piece of banditry cer· 
tain legislators have taken that the oath of 
office they took to respect the constitution 
means nothing to them. As a Democrat I 
believe they have outrageously disgraced my 
party." 

Dr. Kane suggested that Hannagan's state· 
ment criticising lavish use of money in the 
campaign ought to lead to opening of the 
books of the Public Employees' Welfare Asso· 
ciation, a city hall organization generally 
supposed to devote much of its members' 
dues to campaign purposes. 

· "The machine of which Hannegan is an 
integ'ral part/' Dr. Kane continued, "has at 
last gone too far in its arrogant disregard of 
the rights of the people. If my advice means 
anything to the local Democratic Party, it 
will clean house, and clean it thoroughly, 
before April. If it does not, the Democrats 
will not only see a Republican Governor in 
Jefferson City, but they will greet a Repub
lican mayor in city hall as well." 

SO MUCH SUSPICION 
Elaborating on his formal statement, Han. 

negan told the Post-Dispatch he believed the 
resolution as introduced was reasonable 
giving the committee authority to choose 
questionable precincts for the recount, but 
that there is so much suspicion that it 
would be best to go into every box. 

"There isn't one member of the legislature 
whom I asked to vote for anything," he con
tinued. "When the debates over the investi· 
gation were in progress in the house, and 
in the senate, I was in bed listening to them 
over the radio and reading the Life of An• 
drew Jackson." 

He defended the unequal membership on 
the committee. "If the investigating group 
were equally divided," he said, "the Repub
licans would vote along party lines and we 
wouldn't get anywhere at all. There would 
be two reports brought in, and the committee 
would, tie on all votes. They would never 
agree on how and where they were to start, 
and how they would proceed." -

Asked if a predominantly Democratic com .. 
mittee could not ride roughshod over the 
Republicans in arriving at vote totals in re .. 
counting the ballots, and in throwing out 
more Republican votes than Democratic ones, 
Hannegan replied: "Oh, no, they wouldn't 
dare to do that; they could never return and 
face their own party members in the legisla
ture. Besides, the press and the public will 
be able to attend all the committee's hear
ings, as I understand it.'' 

Mr. DONNELL. 
-article stated: 

Mr. President, the 

Elaborating on his formal statement Han
negan told the Post-Dispatch he believed the 
resolution as introduced-

That is, Resolution No. 3-
was "reasonable," giving the committee au
thority to choose questionable precincts for 
the recount, but there is "so much suspicion" 
tha't it would be best to go into every box. 
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I still quote frorn this article: 
"There isn't one member of the legislature 

whom I asked to vote for anything," he con
tinued, "when the debates over the investi
gation were in progress in the House, and 
in the Senate, I was in bed listening to them 
over the radio and reading The Life of An
drew Jackson. 

"He defended the unequal membership of 
the committee." 

This is still reading from the Post 
article .quoting his statement: 
.. "If the investigating group were equally 
divided," he said, "the Republicans would 
vote along party lines and we wouldn't get 
anywhere at all. There would be two reports 
brought in, and the committee would tie on 
all votes. They would never agree on how 
and where they were to start, and how they 
would proceed. 

Asked if a predominently Democratic com .. 
mittee could not ride roughshod over the 
Republicans in arriving at vote totals in re
count4ng the ballots and in throwing out 
more Republican votes than Democratic 
votes, Hannegan replied, "Oh no, they 
wouldn't dare to do that-they could never 
return and face their own party members 
in the legislature. Besides, the press and 
the public will be able to attend all the com-
mittee hearings, as I understand it." · 

Then, on the afternoon of the same 
day, January 15, 2 days after the suit 
was filed by me against the speaker of 
the house of representatives to require 
him to declare me elected, Governor 
Stark, the Democratic Governor of Mis
souri, cast a bombshell which startled 
the State from one end to the other. 
Although he was a Democrat, he vetoed 
Joint Resolution No. 3, the one which 
had authorized the investigation, and in 
part the grounds of his veto were three. 
I quote: 

First. The resolution as framed is so writ
ten as to permit the legislative committee 
in -its discretion to open part or all of the 
ballot boxes and to conduct a partial or 
complete investigation. 

Second. I cannot approve a resolution 
Which provides for a partisan set-up in this 
contest. The legislative committee of the 
general assembly should be bipartisan and 
have an equal representation of members 
from both political parties. -

Third. I disapprove of the final paragraph 
1n said Joint Resolution No. 3, which pro
Vides that no declaration of election be made 
by the Speaker of the House of Representa
tives and no certificate of election be issued. 

Listen to this. Governor Stark in his 
veto said: 

Leaving out of consideration any discus
sion of the constitutional problems-

! digress to say again that the Su
preme Court takes care of that, as I shall 
show in a few minutes-
which is now out of my hands, I am of 
the opinion that the principles of good gov
ernment and fair play dictate that the can
didate receiving the highest number of votes 
on the returns published by the secretary of 
state should be seated, and the contest pro
ceed in a legal and proper manner. 

Two days later, after this veto, the 
Star-Times, in the issue of January 17, 
pointed out that Mr. Hulen was hasten- . 
ing to repair the party lines which suf-
f~red as a result of Governor Stark's 
veto. The Star-Times says: 

Hulen was not alone in his efforts. Rob
ert Hannegan, St. Louis lawyer . and chair-

man of the Democratic city committee, took 
time off to engage in conversation with 
members of the St. Louis delegation to the 
legislature at the capitol yesterday. 

With the exception of · State Senator 
Michael Kenney, 'who approves Governor 
Stark's veto of the resolution for the guber
natorial contest, the St. Louis lines seem to 
be holding fast, at least that was the opin
ion of Representative David A. Hess, who 
was madder than a hornet at the Governor's 
action. 

Then there was something about the 
extent of this affair in Missouri at that 
time. It is very difficult to give Senators 
an idea of the situation, we are so far 
removed from it, it having occurred 4 
years ago. 

I call attention to the fact that the 
Post-Dispatch on January 15 stated: 
Donn~ll dispute makes page 1 in many 

cities. 

And mention is made of New York, 
Washington, Philadelphia, Detroit, Los 
Angeles, Minneapolis, New Orleans, Dal
las, Louisville, Pittsburgh, News Week, as 
referring to this matter, some of them on 
the front pages, it is said. 

Then the article co11tinues: 
Daily reports of the Missouri situation have 

been distributed by wire throughout the 
Nation all week by the Associated Press, the 
United Press, and the International News 
Service. The A. P. has averaged about 1,000 
words daily. 

On January 18, the Post-Dispatch 
headline from Jefferson City was as fol
lows: 

Protests Against Donnell "Inquiry" Flood 
Legislators' Offices by Wire and Mail from 
Voters Back Home. 

In the body of the article appeared this 
statement: · 

The ever-increasing flood of messages 
comes by telegraph, telephone, and in post
cards and letters. Many, from persons who 
say they are Democrats, but voted for DoN
NELL in November, demand that he be per
mitted to take the oftice to which he was 

· elected by 3,613 votes on the face of the 
official returns. 

On the 21st, the Post-Dispatch, under 
a heading-

stark-

That is Governor Stark-
gets 1,500 messages praising veto, denouncing 
Donnell inquiry. 

This language occurs in the body: 
A heaping mass of letters, postal cards, and 

telegrams condemning the Democratic ma
jority in the legislature for keeping Gover
nor-elect FORREST C. DONNELL OUt Of oftice 
and praising hold-over Governor Lloyd C. 
Stark for his veto of the assembly's joint 
resolution, was on display in the Governor's 
office today. • • • 

The communications numbered 1,500 or 
more, and many of them were signed by more 
than one person, the number of signatures 
in some cases being as high as 5D. 

While there may be in the pile some letters 
criticizing the Governor for his veto exami
nations of several hundred did not disclose 
one such. 

On the 15th of January the Star-Times 
had a headline: 

•:wave of protests by citizens rises over 
barring DONNELL." 

On January 25 on application of my
self, the legislative investigating com-

mittee was halted by a preliminary writ 
of prohibition issued by the Missouri su- . 
preme Court· en bane from opening, re
canvassing, and recounting the ballots. 

On the same day, the 25th, there ap
peared in the Post-Dispatch an Associ
ated Press wirephoto of one Clark G. 
Hardiman, secretary of the Jeffersonians, 
successor of the St. Louis Democrats-for
Willkie Club, with a stack of petitions be
fore him signed by about 14,000 voters, 
urging the legislature to seat Governor
elect DONNELL. 

On January 25 the Post-Dispatch re
porter asked various questions of Mayor 
Dickmann, among other this: 

It is true, is it not, mayor, that you are 
the active head of the Democratic party in 
St. Louis, and it is true, is it not, that your 
organization supports the deal to seat 
McDaniel? 

The heading of the article is
Dodges questions in Post-Dispatch. 

And in the body is this: 
Modestly, the mayor referred to Robert E. 

Hannegan, chairman of the democratic city 
committee, "he's the real hea:d of the party 
in St. Louis and ~ot the mayor.'' 

On January 26, while all this mass of 
resentment was :flooding the State of 
Missouri from one end to the other, there 
occurred a conference at the Coronado 
Hotel in St. Louis which was attended 
by Charles M. Hay, Mr. Hannegan, Mr. 
Hulen, Mr. McDaniel, and two or three 
figures whose names the Senate has not 
heard, Mr. Lauf, Mr. Searcy, and Mr .. 
Blair. . 

On the 28th Mr. Hay gave out a state
ment in which he told of having, on 
January 23, made the suggestion to Sen
ator Searcy that it would in his <Mr. 
Hay's judgment) be wise to seat DoNNELL 
and then proceed with the matter. rn· 
his statement he said that the confer
ence of Sunday at the Coronado Hotel 
was called to discuss this suggestion. 
He said that after considerable discus
sion the view prevailed that inasmuch as 
the prohibition suit had been filed, and 
in view of the fact that the whole mat
ter of the validity of the proceedings 
would be determined by the Supreme 
Court within a few days, nothing should 
be done to disturb that situation. 

Then the Post-Dispatch of January 
28 says this : 

Chail·man Hannegan also was advised of 
Hay's statement and asked for his comment. 

And this is his comment: 
"I have already stated where I stand on this 

whole matter and I see no reason to change 
that stand," he replied. 

Then the newspaper proceeds: 
He referred to a statement published by 

the Post-Dispatch in which he took the posi
tion that DoNNELL should have no desire to 
be seated and should not be seated until an 
investigation should determine who had been 
elected legally. 

And further commenting in the Star-. 
Times Hannegan said this: 

I have already issued a statement as to 
my views and those are still my views. I 
am surprised that Mr. DoNNELL is contillU
ing t o put obstacles in the way of a s~edy 
disposal of the matter. By obstacles I refer 
to his sui-t before the Missouri Supreme Co11rt 
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and his threat to take the matter to the • 
Federal court ,or even to the United States · 
Supreme Court. My position was and still · 
is that I think all the ballots should be 
counted as quickly as is humanly possible, 
that they should be count'ed by a committee 
which gives equal representation to both 
sides, that both McDaniel and DoNNELL 
shculd stand aside until the matter is set
tled, leaving Stark as Governor. . 

Statements in the newspapers that the or
ganization in St. Louis wants McDaniel 
seated to gain control' of the police and . 
election boards are not true. Mayor Dick
mann won his election in 1937 by 55,000 votes 
with the Charles P. Williams election board 
in control. I have said that if I were in a 
position to make recommendations that l 
would recommend that Gov. Stark's police 
and election ·board appointees be retained;" 

On January '29, the Star-Times, r~fer
ring to the Coronado Hotel conference : 
of January 26, said: 

At this conference Hay repeated his sug
gestion to seat DoNNELL and then proceed 
with the contest. Hulen immediately made 
it plain he would not back ·down ori the con
test procedure barring DONNELL from office. 

Searcy said, "As . tar as I am concerned, 
I'll never vote to seat DoNNELL." · 

Lauf chimed in, "I .know that the house 
will never vote to seat DONNELL." 

Hannegan then interposed, "Well, it looks 
like the conference is over." 
. However, Hay insisted on further discus

sions but failed to break down opposition 
to his proposal. He suggested that if his 
advice were followed, it might serve to "take 
the heat off" of the St. Louis Democratic 
orooanization in the mUJ?.iCipal election next, 

· sp~ing when ~ayor Bernard F. Dickmann 
will be up for reelection. 

But Searcy, Lauf, and other sponsors of 
the contest asserted their plans had been 
carried too far to back down now, regardless 
of the effect on the St. Louis Democrats in 
the city election. 

Hannegan agreed with this view. "Don't 
worry apout the St. LoUif? situation," he 
said, "We'll .be able to take care of it." 

We are approaching the end of this 
story. On January 29, after referring to 
the absence of order;- from Dickmann 
and Hannegan to the St. Louis legi~la
tors to switch their positions, the Post
Dispatch said: 

Several bf the St. Louis Representatives, 
having been among the loudest advocates of 
the plan to place the defeated Lawrence Mc
Daniel in the Governor's office, on tJ;le theory 
that it would not only save the Democrats 
their jobs but would contribute materially 
in strengthening the party machine, gave 
evidence that they were disturbed over the 
prospect of receiving the orders which would 
force them to abandon their stand. 

But, in the absence of orders, or in the 
uncertainty of whether they would be issued 
the St. Louis group held their lines yesterday 
afternoon in the House Democratic caucus. 

Then the Post-Dispatch of the 18th 
said: 

In every legislative step taken in the stop 
DoNNELL campaign, the 19 , St. Louis repre
sentatives and 5 of the 6 St. Louis senators 
have voted with the S.tate Democratic rna.; 
chine and on· several occasions there have 

· been bitter exchanges in debate between in
dividual St. Louis representatives and op
ponents of the committee's scheme. 

Mr. President, I shall say a few words 
now with regard to .Hulen's evidence. In 
the Star-Times of January 17, 1941, it 
was stated that some of the . evidence 
gathered by the ·investigating staff of lQ 

I a wyers had already been disclosed to . 
representatives and senators in a series 
of closed meetings. 

In the Star-Times of January SO, how
ever, occurred this language: 

Tlie smattering of evidence which Hulen 
presented to the legislators puzzled even the 
most astute veterans. · 

In the article of January 30, 1941, it 
is also stattd: 

But what Hulen, Moberly attorney and in
dafatigable party worker, has found in two 
months · of searching for election irregulari
ties remains a dePp ·secret. 

Except for a broad outline as to the nature 
of the supposed irregularities at the polls, 
the fraud evidence was a secret to t:Pe mem
bers of the Democratic State committee when 
on December 30 it met and authorized a con• 
test of the election of FoRREST C. I:'oNNELL; 
it was still a secret when Democratic legis
lators in house and senate caucuses heard 
Hulen and decided to go ahead with the•plan 
to keep DONNELL OUt of office, and it remained 
a secret when the ill-starred contest com
mittee was created at the historic all-night 
sessi<;m of the joint assembly of the legisla
ture January 10. 

From a news account in the Post-Dis
patch of Februaz:y 12, 1941, it aJ?peared 
that Representative. Lowry, of Cape Gi
rardeau County, estimated that peti
tions signed by at le·ast 100,000 voters to 
protest against the legislature's failure 
to seat DoNNELL, had been presented to 
the house of representatives. 

Then came the decision of the supreme 
-court on February 19. As I have already 
said, all seven members of the supreme 
court were democratic ·judges. The de..: 
cision is reported under the heading of 
Ex. rel. Donnell v. Osburn 047 S. W. 2, 
1065) .. The entire decision Wll.S unani
mous. 

1. Order the issuance of peremptory writ 
of mandamus. 

2. Decided that the speaker of the house 
should. declare the election of . FORREST C. 
DoNNELL. 

3. we held official returns to be prima 
facie evidence of ·election and good until 
proven otherwise by contest in State ex rel. 
Attorney General v. Vail (53 Mo. 97). 

4. The argument of the speaker, the joint 
assembly may go behind the face oi .the re
turns and exercise judicial powers to deter• 
mine the legal votes before the winner is 
declared according to the face of the returns; 
is obviously untenable. 

5. The action of the joint assembly ,direct
ing the speaker to make no declaration with 
reference to the office of Goverl].or is con
trary to the affirmative duty. placed upon him 

• by section 3, and is void. In our Govern
ment the origin of all political po~er is 
vested in and derived from the people; it is a. 
government of laws, not of men. 

Seven days later occurred the inau
guration of the Governor, after a delay 
of 44 days. A• legal contest was then 
institut;ed on March 4 by Mr. McDaniel, 
the recount progressed, and on May 21 
the contest was dismissed by Mr. Mc
Daniel. In the course of his letter to 
State Senator Donnelly, who was later 
Governor of Missouri, he said: 

I received information from varied sources 
that in virtually every precinct of the State 
a large number of votes had been counted 
for my opponent to which I was justly en
titled, and a large number ·of additional 
ball"Ots had · not bee~ gounted· fo~ e!ther ~ 

us to which I · was entitled. These reports 
were "greatly. exaggerated." 

I confess freely and frankly that the bal
lot boxes opened in Missouri in the guber
natorial contest to date have convinced me 
'Qeyond question o.f doubt that Gov. FoRREST 
C. DoNNELL was elected. 

In the Star-Times, adjacent to Mr. 
McDaniels's letter, is a photograph of 
Mr. Hulen carrying a brief case. Below 
the picture are these words: 

Frequent sight in legislative halls was C. 
Marion Hulen, above, chairman of the Demo
cratic State Committee, with the brief case 
[indicated by arrow] that he said contained 

·evidenca that would make Lawrence Mc
Daniel Governor. But the evidence never 
showed up. 

The Post-Dispatch article of the 21st 
of May contained the following state
ment: 

McDaniel's decision had been expected for 
at least 2 weeks, the recount of ballots hav
ing consisten~ly -shown gains by DoNNELL 
above the official count as repo.rted by elec
tion officials to the secretary of state, 
which showed that DoNNELL had a plurality_ 

• of 3;613 in the State. A recount of about 
halt the 1,820,000 b!lllots in the election had 
increased DoNNELL's plurality to about 7,000, 
and there was nothing to indicate that Mc
Daniel would show any gains in the ·re .. 
mainder. 

The indications were that final official re
turns would show DoNNELL's plurality to 
have been nearly 10,000. 

This was May 21; but in the meantime 
something very signific~nt occurred. On 
April1, 1941, 5 weeks after the ina).lgura
tion of a new Governor, and 6 weeks af
ter the decision of the Supre:rne Court, 
there occurred a city election in the city 
of St. Louis, and William Dee Becker, 
Republican, defeated Bernard Dickmann 
by a plurality of 35,684, whereas 4 years 

• previously Mr. Dickmann had been 
elected by a plurality of 48,170. In 
November 1940, Mr. Roosevelt had· car
ried the city of St. Louis by 65,173 plu
rality. So we find this reverse in the 
situation, the Republicans carrying the 
city by 35,000 in the April election, after 
all these happenings, whereas 4 years 
before Dickmann, a D2mocrat, had car- · 
ried it by 48,000. 

Mr. Hannegan continued as city chair
man until February 10, 1942. Then he 
resign~d as city chairman. Early in 1942 
Senator Clark and · Senator Truman 
recommended that the President approve 
Mr. Hannegan as Collector of Internal 
Revenue. 

Then came the edition of the Post
Dispatch of which I spoKe, of March 9, 
1942, with the headline: 

Ex-boss Hannegan, who conspired to "steal" 
the governorship, now is to be rewarded by 
the President with a $7,000-a-year job. 

There were long articles, cartoons, piC'· 
tures, and various statements, showing 
the "Ghost Voters Club", and.quoting At- . 
torney General Roy McKittrick at the 
DeSoto Hotel meeting on November 13, 
1940, when he said: 

One thing you fellows in St. Louis should 
consider carefully~ If you go into this,' you 
will be the ones under the gun. You citY, 
fellows have a city election in the spring- -

They. certainly did-
while we country boys will have 2 years to 
get over it before we have an election. 
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I shall ask unanimous consent that 

this entire document be printed in the 
RECORD later in my remarks. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, does that 
include the ca1'toons? 

Mr. DONNELL. Not the cartoons. · I 
can describe the cartoons. They show 
Mr. Hannegan with the label "Hannegan 
for collector," being pulled out of the 
governorship steal, and there are various 
pictures. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the matter referred to may be 
printed as requested, 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I wish 
to call attention very brie:fly to certain · 
important comments from citizens of st .• 
Louis, under the heading "What St. 
Louisans think of job for Hannegan!' 

Herewith are the replies of St. Loulsans 
who were asked by the Post-Dispatch to 
comment on the Missouri Senators'-

Senators Truman and Clark
selection of Robert E. Hannegan for PreSi· 
dential appointment as collector of internal 
revenue at St. Louis. 

Former Governor Henry S. Caulfield, now 
director of public welfare of St. Louis: 

"I agree with your courageous editorial 
against the appointment of Hannegan. ln 
this dread time when men and women are 
striving for national unity and for faith that 
our President is a leader raised by patriotism 
high above partisan politics, it would be a 

' distinct let down, a grievous shock, for him. 
to make this sordid machine appointment. 

"The people's opinion of the Dickmann
Hannegan machine was registered at the last 
election. To make this appointment would 
flout the people and array the President on 
the side a~ainst good government. The 
Post-Dispatch is rendering a valiant service 
in bringing the truth home to him." · 

Mrs. George Gellborn, former president of 
the League of women Voters: 

"The Post-Dispatch editorial on the 
H{l.nnegan appointment throws the flood
light on a sorry situation long recognized by 
some of us, the people. 'F'ind a job for the 
man,' say Missouri's Senators, following the 
outdated patronage system. So they nom
inate Mr. Hannegan for the position of col· 
lector of internal revenue. But we the peo
ple voted against Mr. Hannegan and patron
age last September 16, when we passed the 

·civil-service amendment to the St. Louis 
charter. The people voted for merit, the 
people voted to find the man for the job, not 
th_e job for the man. Too bad that the merit 
system in the Federal civil service dfles not 
apply to the purely administrative post of 
collector of internal revenue. Too bad that 
such posts are dependent on Senate confirm
ation. Too bad that for reasons we can 
only surmise Missouri's Senators have found 
it expedient to nominate Mr. Hannegan. 
Perhaps they need to hear more from us, the 
people, who are fighting to preserve de
mocracy on every front, including the home 
front. · Perhaps the President will invite 
Senators Clark and Truman to withdraw the 
nomination of Mr. Hannegan, or, better yet, 
perhaps Mr. Hannegan will withdraw him
self." 

J. A. McClain, dean of the law school, 
Washington University: 

"Appointments to the position of Internal 
Revenue Collector, as has been true of other 
important Federal posts, have traditionally 
been treated by Democrats and Republicans 
alike as political plums. Little else can be 
expected so long as the patronage system 
remains entrenched in Federal, State, and 
local Government . . The basic fault, as the 
Post-Dispatch has repeatedly emphasized, lles 
in our failure to insist that merit and ability 
to do the Job constitutes the sole considera-

tion. This basic handicap is one of the 
greatest threats to the survival of democracy.'' 

George R. Throop, chancellor of Wash
ington University, which is one of the 
largest educational institutions in the 
State, the one of which former Gov. 
Herbert S. Hadley once was chancellor, 
is quoted as follows: 

I agree completely with statement con
tained in your telegram regardiftg appoint
ment of Robert E. Hannegan. (The tele
gram sent to Dr. Throop contained excerpts 
from a Post-Dispatch editorial published 
Sunday. This editOJ;ial is reprinted today ·on 
the editorial page.) 

Dr. R. Emmett Kane-one of the lead
ing Democrats of St. Louis, I think-is 
quoted as follows: 

I am in complete agreement with the efforts 
of the Post-Dispatch to prevent the appoint
ment of Hannegan to the collector's post. 
Suppprters of good government defeated the 
political machine which bore his name and 
which was directed by him. Good govern
ment now demands that neither he nor 
Dickmann be rewarded by lucrative appoin-

• tive offices after their repud!ation by their 
fellow townsmen. 

I may say that Mr. Dickmann is now 
the postmaster of St. Louis. · 

I quote further from the article: 
Truman and Clark will hang a millstone 

about the neck of their party in St. Louis if 
they force this appointment. All of these 
Jl!.en should be grateful to the party which 
has done so much for them. They should 
not crucify it. 

Rabbi F. M. Isserman, 'Temple Israel, 
is quoted as follows: 

Hannegan's political leadership has been 
repudiated by the voters of the Democratic 
Party. To appoint him now to high public 
office would be to flout public opinion, The 
collectorship of Internal Revenue should be 
filled by a man who holds the confidence and 
respect of the community. It should not be 
a political plum handed out to repay political 
favors. When Senato;-s recommend repu
diated political leaders for hig.'n office they 
place personal interest abo~e public welfare 
and their recommendations should be 
ignored. I hope that President Roosevelt 
will recognize that the citizens of this area 
disapprove of Mr. Hannegan's appointment. 

Mrs. George Roudebush, president of 
the League of Women Voters, is quoted 
as follows: 

Wholeheartedly concur in opposing Han
nagan's appointment. Now, when Govern
ment is extending in many directions, it is 
more than . ever necessary that its functions 
be administered honestly and efficiently. No 
man under whose dictatorship a political 
machine seized and dispensed spoils with 
utter disregard for community welfare can 
be considered fit to fill an office for which 
the prime requisite is honest concern that 
the public be honestly served. It is deplor
able that this type of administrative post 
remains outside civil service and thus a 
party plum. If Senators Truman and Clark 
continue to support Hannegan, they . wlll 
flout the judgment of thousands of St. Louis 
voters. 

There are three shqrt paragraphs 
more. One is a quotation of a state· 
ment by Mrs. Luella B. Sayman, a for
mer member of the St. Louis Housing 
Authority: 

The pending appointment of a. new in
terna~-revenu~ collector at St. Lou!~ '\VOUl<! 

seem to furnish definite proof of the_ im
portance of including this responsible public 
offlce under the Federal merit system in 
preference to the present patronage method 

. of appointment by favor. The fitpess of the 
individual for the job is unquestionably the 
all-important point and should be the de
termining factor in selecting the new ap
pointee, regardless of political ~Services or 
atflliation. 

Mrs. Jerome E. Cook, author of Boot 
Hill Doctor and other novels, is quoted as 
follows: 

Now as never before we, the people, need 
to have · confidence in our offlcials, above all 
in their loyalty to public welfare. I believe 
the Post-Dispatch is correct in declaring 
that a man whose record the voters have 
indignantly repudiated should not be re
warded by a valuable appointment. Sen
ators Clark and Truman must be reminded 
of the indignation of their fellow· Missou
rians. We want a man recommended be
cause of his record, not despite it. To do 
otherwise is to damage public faith. 

Finally, Mrs. Virgil Lewis, a leader in 
civic affairs and defense activities, and 
she is so described in the article, is quoted 
as follows: 

St. Louis citizens in the April election 
clearly demonstrated that they believed in 
the doctrine of party responsibility. If 
Senators Clark and Truman fall to recog
nize what a political liability the appoint
ment of Mr. Hannegan would be to the Demo
cratic Party, they appear to be very unimagi
native traders _of political commodities. But 
the public cannot evade its responsibility for 
such a situation by raging against it or even 
voting against it at intervals. So long as we 
retain the antiquated system of requiring the 
President to appoint hundreds of adminis
trative officials, such •as United States mar
shals, collectors of customs, and collectors 
of intfirnal revenue, subject to confirmation 
by the Senate, we turn these jobs over to the 
spoilsmen. 

Mr. President, I have already obtained 
unanimous consent to have the article. 
printed in the RECORD, and I desire to 
have it printed including the excerpts 
from statements made by various citi
zens. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. MAY
BANK in the chair). Without objection, 
it is so ordered. ~ 

(The article is as follows:) 
Ex-Boss HANNEGAN, ·WHo CoNSPIRED To 

"STEAL" THE GoVERNORSHIP, Now Is To BE 
REWARDED BY THE PRESIDENT WITH A $7,000-
A-YEAR JoB-APPOINTMENT AS COLLECTOR OF 
INTERNAL REVENUE SLATED To Go TO SENATE 
FOR CONFIRMATION THIS WEEK--SPONSORED 
BY BENNETT CLARK, WHO ALSO WAS IN ON 
THE "DEAL"-ANOTHER EXAMPLE OF THE 
POLITICAL HAND-OUT AS RESULT OF PRESSURE 
TO SERVE PARTY AND KEEP MACHINE IN• 
TACT-AGAIN THE STORY OF THE GOVERNOR• 
SHIP STEAL AND THE IMPORTANT PART HAN• 
NEGAN PLAYED IN IT-HOW THE PEOPLE 
KICKED DICKMANN OUT-HOW THE PRESI• 
DENT IS ABOUT TO PUT HANNEGAN IN 

(By Curtis A. Betts) 
One of the curious inconsistencies of life 

in democratic America is the blind and un
reasoning loyalty to party which so frequently 
takes precedence over· loyalty to the public 
interest and, in many instances, loyalty to 
public decency. 

Hoary tradition dictates that the rich po
litical plums shall go to those who have 
served the party, regardless of any question 
of service to the public. The politician whom 
a Senator endorses, a President must appoint 
~nd the S'enate confirm. Simply pecause o! 
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that custom, Robert E. Hannegan, retiring 
chairman of the St. Louis Democratic City 
Committee and partner in the scuttled Dick
mann-Ham;tegan machine, is about to be re
warded this week with the $7,000 job of 
United States Collector of Internal Revenue 
in St. Louis. · 

Former Mayor Bernard F. Dickmann, senior 
partner in the m..,starred venture into. the 
realm of "big time" politics, is in political. 
oblivion, defeated for a third term a year ago 
by a majority of 35,684, a crushing repudia
tion by an electorate which 4 years ·before had 
chose him for the city's highest office by a 
majority of 48,170. 

The organization headed by Dickmann and 
his sidekick, Hannegan, was wrecked by po
litical greed and unconscionable grasping for 
power. It is floundering and helpless. It is 
unable even to r.gree upon a new chairman 
who has the confidence of the party members 
and is capable of rescuing it from the chaos 
into which it has been tumbled. 

:r!ANNEGAN TOOK THE FmST OVERT STEP 
But Hannegan is to be rewarded for past 

services. He was an active participant--in
deed, he took the first overt step-in the dis
graceful attempt to "steal" the governorship 
for Lawrence McDaniel, a machine cohort. 
He . was loyal to United States Senator Ben
nett Champ Clark and to United States Sen
ator Harry S. Truman. His organization had 
been faithful, as politicians view faith, and 
had delivered votes for them when they 
needed votes. So, regardless of public protest 
and public · revulsion, the two Senators from 
Missouri are determined to pay their debt to 
him. 

The political history of St. Louis was a 
son-y one during the 8 years of the Dickmann
Hannegan machine rule. Immediately after 
Dickmann's first election in 1933, there devel
oped a step-by..step progress toward the 
building of a machine to rival that of Boss 
Toin Pendergast of Kansas City, whose de
bauchery of the ballot and of public officials 
led to his downfall and his incarceration in 
the penitentiary. 

Even before the colossal blunder of the at
tempted governorship steal, the public had 
begun to grow restless under the threat of a 
machine designed· to be more powerful even 
than Pendergast's. It had seen the machine 
under Hannegan's chairmanship invade the 
sanctity of the judiciary, it had seen the ma
chine knife good candidates and place its 
tools on the circuit bench. It had known of 
the heavy padding of election registration 
lists. 

But it was not until the machine's effort 
in 1940 to place in the Governor's office Law
rence McDaniel, the Dickmann-Hannegan 
candidate, through a sordid use of political 
might-the Democratic control of the leg
islature-that it so far overstepped the 
bounds of even political decency as to bring 
down upon it the overwhelming wrath of 
the voters. The voters defeated Dickmann 
for reelection by a majority almost as large 
as that by which they had elected him 4 
years before, and by defeating him made 
certain that Hannegan could no longer head 
the party organization in St. Louis. They 
declared as vociferously as they could that 
they wanted no more of Dickmann, and no 
more of Hannegan, in position of public au
thority. 

MACHINE LEADERS LOOKING AFTER SELVES 
Until its foray into State politics, the ma

chine seemingly had a strangle hold on St. 
· Louis. But it was not satisfied with that. 
Power breeds a desire for more power, and 
with the collapse of Pendergast the St. Louis 
politicians thought they saw the opening 
for control of Jefferson City and of the State, 
·as well as St. Louis. To get that control, the 
machine must have its man in the Governor's 
chair. Studying the list of availables, it de
cided upon McDaniel, who was Dickmann'!$ 
appointee as city excise commissioner~ ancl 

who seemed to fill the bosses' requirement• 
in every respect. 

Dickmann and Senator Clark did not agree 
on an candidate in the early negotiations. 
Clark preferring Dan M. Nee, United States 
Collector of Internal Revenue in Kansas City. 
But when trial balloons failed to sllow that 
Nee had the desired following, Clark with
held the go-aqead sign for Nee, and joined 
with Dickmann in the support of McDaniel. 

McDaniel's candidacy proved a dud. Al
though President Roosevelt carried the State 
by 87,467, so great was the machine handi
cap for McDaniel that he lost to his Repub
lican opponent, FORREST C. DONNELL, by the 
slim margin of 3,613 on the official return. 
It was the first time a Republican Governor 
had been elected in Missouri in 12 years. 

This was a devastating blow to the machine 
leaders. All their plans were wrecked. Loss 
of the governorship meant they were de
prived of the huge patronage of the Gov
ernor's office, patronage being a vital neces
sity for the maintenance of a political ma
chine, and that they were deprived of the 
many financial favors which flow from a 
Qovernor to those who serve the party or
ganization. 

In a desperate situation, they decided 'upon 
a desperate course. In the forlorn hope of 
savi?g themselves, they wrecked their party 
organization in city and State, and threw out · 
of jobs in St. Louis ·many thousand loyal fol
lowers. The leaders themselves went scurry
ing to Washington to see what the national 
administration could do · for them. Dick
mann landed quickly with the job of Inspec
tor General in the Office of Civilian Defense, 
but that job recently was abolished, and he 
is again on. the waiting list. Recently Mc
Daniel landed himself a $3,000 job as parole 
officer of the St. L·ouis Circuit Coutt. Hanne
gan is to be taken care of with the fat office 
of Internal Revenue Collector. The chiefs in 
the machine had ways of loeking out for 
themselves, but the men and women in the 
ranks are not that fortunate. 

In whose mind first lodged the germ which 
gave birth to the partisan scheme to steal 
the governorship, to prevent Governor DoN
NELL from taking office and to install Mc
Daniel in his stead, has been held a closely 
guarded mystery, bu:t it is known that the 
first overt step was taken November 13, only 
10 days after the State election. 

That first overt step was taken by none 
other than Hannegan. He called a confer
ence of party leaders in a room in the De Soto 
Hotel for the purpose; as Dickmann later 
explained it, of "discussing what, if anything, 
should be done about the governorship." In 
that smoke-filled hide-out gathered Dick- · 
mann and Hannegan, Senator Bennett Clark, 
Attorney General Roy McKittrick, Secretary 
of State Dwight H. Brown, Chairman Charles 
M. Hay of the St. Louis Board of Election 
Commissioners, Probate Judge Glendy B. Ar
nold, Chairman C. Marion Hulen of the 
Democratic State committee, State Senator 
Michael Kinney, of St. Louis, and others. 

They discussed the catastrophe which had 
overtaken the machine and they reached a 
decision, not unanimously, but by sufficient 
strength for State Chairman Hulen to pro
ceed with the approval of the machine. 
Those in attendance never have admitted 
that this discussion was anything more than 
an authorization for Hulen to make an in
vestigation to determine whether there was 
evidence of fraud and election irregularities 
which would justify the institution of a con- . 
test. But the fact is that from that moment 
the plot to seize control of the Governor's 
office was in full swing. 

COULD NOT SAY THEY HAD NOT BEEN WARNED 
- When the plot failed, with its consequent 
repudiation of Dickmann and Hannegan, 
they could not say that they had not been 
warned. Sitting in tl:ut h~e o! the curling 
~lue smoke listening ancl taking little _part 

in the discussion of plans, .was Attorney Gen
eral McKittrick, who is noted for a political 
sagacity acquired through years of rough and 
tumble campaigning in his native Chariton 
County. The course of many a political con
ference has been changed oy one homely 
comment by McKittrick. . ' 

As the discussion went more and more 
into detail, · McKittrick changed his seat a 
time or two until he was off in a corner al
most by himself. About all that was to be 
said about the plans had been concluded: 
Hannegan was summing up, when McKit
trick inter.rupted and said; 

"One thing you fellows in St. Louis should 
consider carefully. If you go into this you 
will be the ones under the gun. You city 
fellows have a city election in the spring, 
while we country boys will have 2 years to 
get over it before we have an election." 

The stage was set, however, and McKit
trick's warning went unheeded. The politi
cal mind could e~sily hold the idea that 
nothing could go wrong with tlle plans, so 
long as the Democrats controlled both 
branches of the legislature. They would 
simply have the legislature vote McDaniel 
in and DoNNELL out, and that w·ould be all 
there would be to it. 

And with carrying out of the scheme what 
had the machine in St. Louis to fear in· the 
spring election? Would it not control both 
the board of election commissioners and the 
board of police commissioners? What more 
would be needed to reelect Mayor Dickmann? 

State Chairm·an Hulen-the front man for 
the State machine-Immediately put into 
motion the forces necessary, as it was 
thought, to lay the groundwork for carrying 
out the plan, and to get the sorely needed 
support of the entire Democratic organization 
in the State. Ten lawyers were employed tO 
gather evidence Cif "Republican frauds." 
Democratic jobholders in St. Louis, Jefferson 
City, and throughout the State began to pour 
in reports. In 6 short weeks Hulen was 
primed. 

At a meeting of the Democratic State 
Committee in Jefferson City December 30, 
Hulen solemnly announced he had sufficient 
evidence to show that McDaniel had been 
elected and that Republican frauds had re
sulted in McDaniel being counted out. But 
he did not produce an iota of his evidence 
for the committee. He had a bulky brief 
case, which he said contained the evidence; 
and he .even loosened one strap of the brief 
case, but he didn't get it opened. The State 
committee took his word for it and adopted 
a resolution calling for a general and sweep
ing investigation of the election. 

It also asked that the local Democratic 
committees throughout the State adopt reso
lution· to be addressed to the legislature, 
urging the investigation • . 

HANNEGAN READY AND EAGER FOR HIS ROLE 
Hannegan not only was ready but alsp 

eager for his role in St. Louis. As chairman 
of the Democratic city committee, he called 
the city committee into session just 4 days 
later, January 3, 1941, at the Jefferson Hotel. 
Again no evidence of fraud was presented, 
but Hannegan explained that the State com
mittee desired the adoption of a resolution 
which had been prepared in advance. Forty
nine of the 56 members of the city committee 
were present and unanimously followed Han
negan's advice and adopted the resolution. 

The scheme for an investigation, as dis· 
tinguished from a contest, was a slick po
litical trick. It called for a legislative com· 
mittee to be controlled by Democrats, which 
would have the power to hear such evident:e 
as it wanted to hear and exclude such evi .. 
dence as it didn't want to hear, and to 
examine only such ballots as it wanted to 
examine, and to make its report to a Demo•. 
cratic legislature. Its report would be ap., 
proved or rejected, the machine leader~ , · 
seemingly having no fear of a rejection. 
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Of supreme importance in the plot was the 

fact that it would prevent thtt inauguration 
of Governor DoNNELL on January•13, the date 
fixed in the State Constitution. 

JUST ONE SLIP IN SCHEMING 
There was just one slip in the scheming~ 

The machine did not tal~e into consideration 
the Missouri Supreme Court, or if it did, was 
so naive as to think it could count on a sol
idly Democratic Supreme Court to throw in 
with it. It was the Supreme Court, acting 
with high judicial integrity, which caused 
the collapse of the whole plan. 

If there was any honest doubt in the 
minds of any of the Democratic leaders that 
Governor DoNNELL had been elected, the 
proper legal course to have followed was for 
McDaniel to file a contest petition with the 
legislature, provision for which is made In 
the Constitution. The Supreme Court so 
held when DoNNELL instituted proceedings to 
stop the lllegal investigation. That, how
ever, was just what the machine did not 
want. For that would have provided for 
opening all of the ballot boxes, and DoNNELL 
would have been seated as ·Governor pend
ing the outcome. 

The legislature boldly attempted to play 
the part cut out for it by the machine. At a 
stormy all-night -session January 11, and 
over the protest of a few Democratic mem_
bers, it adopted the investigation resolu
tion. There came an almost instantaneous 
blast of disapproval from throughout the 
State. 

Leading Democrats, Gov. Lloyd c. Stark, 
Congressman JOHN J: CoCHRAN, State Sen
ator Allen McReynolds, of Carthage, State 
Senator Michael Kinney, of St. Louis, and 
others, denounced the scheme as illegal, and 
insisted that the only legal course would be 
to follow the Constitution with a straight
out contest, seat the Governor, and proceed 
1n an orderly manner. 

FOUR WERE STRANGELY SILENT 
Strangely silent were Senator Clark, Sena

tor Truman, Mayor Dickmann, and· the city 
chairman, Hannegan. None had even a sug
gestion of criticism of the scheme. They 
were mute, awaiting results. 

Four days after the resolution was adopted 
by the legislature and the aroused fury of 
Democrats as well as Republicans over the 
attempted steal had become evident, Hanne
gan issued a statement advocating the count-

- ing of all ballots but persisting in demand
ing a partisan inquiry and decision. 

Governor Stark said: "All the able consti
tutional lawyers I have talked with agree 
that the duly elected Governor (DoNNELL, the 
Republican) should be seated as required by 
the constitution, and the contest, if any, 
then be carried out according to the Con
stitution." 

Congressman CoCHRAN said:· "Unless the 
will of the people is carried out there will be 
a break-down in our form of government.'' 

State Senator McReynolds said: "It is the 
duty of the majority (the Democrats in 
the legislature) to observe the exact language 
of the constitution." 

State Senator Ki~ney said: ."We should 
follow the Governor's advice and proceed 
in an orderly constitutional way." 

Clark, Truman, and Dickmann said noth
ing. Hannegan continued to stand for a 
narrow, parti-san decision. 
. Governor Stark on January 15 threw .the 
machine leaders into a state of consterna
tion by the unprecedented action of vetoing 
the "investigation" resolution passed by the 
legislature. No governor ever before bad ex
ercised the power of veto over a legislative 
resolution. The macnine leaders and the 
legislative leaders who had been charged with 
the spadework of carrying out the machine 
orders were thunderstruck. 

SCHEMERS EDGING AWAY 
Governor Stark's veto message terrorized 

:the machine leaders, and they began to edge 

away from an appearance of participation 
in the scheme. They began to itch and 
squirm, and, looking forward to the city elec
tion in St. Louis, in which Dickmann was 

/ a candidate for mayor for the third time. 
they began to seek a way to calm the tumult. 

It became common ta]k in St. Louis and 
through the State that the governorship 
contest would mean Mayor Dickmann's de
feat. The machine leaders recalled, but alas 
too late, the words of homely wisdom uttered 
by Attorney General McKittrick 2 months 
earlier in the smoke haze of the DeSoto 
Hotel hideout, "You city fellows have a city 
election in the spring, while we country boys 
will have 2 years to get over it before we have 
an election.'' 

Governor Stark said in his veto message: 
"-Leaving out of account any discussion of 

the constitutional problem, which is now out 
of my hands (it had been taken to the su
preme Court by DoNNELL), I am o~ the opin
ion that the principles of good government 
and fair play dictate that the candidate 
(DONNELL, the Republican) receiving the 
highest number of votes in the returns pub
lished by the secretary of state should be 
seateQ., and the contest proceed in a legal 
and proper manner.'' 

CLARK BREAKS SILENCE 
Senator Clark in Washington finally broke 

his silence after the State was aroused to 
fever heat. The mayoralty election was then 
only 10 weeks off. He spoke, but vaguely, 
and in generalities: "I ,certainly think that 
under no circumstances should the con test 
on the governorship be made in a partisan 
manner. Just because the Democrats have 
a majority in the legislature is no reason for 
throwing DoNNELL out. On the other hand, 
1! McDaniel was elected, he should be seate<;t. 
As to the legal aspects of the case, I must 
decline to give an offhand opinion." 

However, State Senator McReynolds, a 
lawyer of recognized ability, had not hesi
tated to express the legal opinion that th~ 
course being pursued was illegal. Governor 
Stark, acting on legal advice, had not -hesi
tated to declare it illegal. The supreme 
court, deciding the case, specifically held 
that it was illegal. 

The wishy-washy statements by the ma ... 
chine leaders and Senator Clark served to 
increase the public clamor for fairness, but 
the party leaders held their ground, continu
ing their plans, if not with the same degree 
of openness, to carry out the original scheme, 
but stopped for the time being by the su
preme court, to which · DONNELL had ap
pealed. The supreme court, in accepting ;jur
isdiction of the case, had directed that all 
proceedings be held up until its final de• 
cision. 

By the latter part of Janu~ry, while the 
supreme court was considering the issue, the 
first noticeable evidence that the machine 
leaders were th9roughly scared of the effect 
of the contest on Dickmann's chance for re
election appeared in Jefferson City._ St. Louis 
members of the legislature who, with the 
exception of Senator Kinney from the begin
ning and Senator Clinton T. Watson later, 
began to soft~n in their support and showeq 
signs of abandoning the stand they had 
taken. One of them said, "To hell with the 
governorship if tliis thing's going to beat 
Barney." 

ANOTHER HOTEL MEETING 
The real break came late in January when 

State Senator L. N. Searcy, of Eminence, 
chairman of the "investigating" committee, 
was summoned to another hotel conference 
in St. Louis. It was held at the Coronado 
Hotel. In addition to Searcy, one or two 
other members of the legislative committee 
were there to meet Hannegan and some ot 
his St. Louis machine cohorts. Hannegan 
by that time had become convinced that the 
fl.ght was endangering Dickmann and he 
~e~ that Dickmann's defeat y.rould mean 

the immediate collapse of tr..e m achine on 
which they had so laboriously toiled for 
8 years. 

At the Coronado Hotel conference, Hanne
gan sought to abandon the governorsh ip 
steal, advising Searcy that nothing more 
should be done to carry out the det ailer plans 
of the original cabal, that the "investigation" 
should be halted, that Governor DoNNELL 
should be seated. 

But those who had been charged with the 
legislative responsibility at Jefferson City 
were in no mood to quit. Whatever their 
doubts in the beginning, they had gone so 
far that they were not willing to backt rack. 
Senator Searcy returned to the capital deter
mined to recklessly brazen it through. 

However, he was not given the opportunity. 
The supreme court 'decided the matter for 
him. · On February 19 the court ordered that 
Governor DoNNELL be seated, ho:ding that 
a "contest" under the Constitution was the 
proper mode of procedure. 

The supreme court left the .schemers only 
the toehold for starting all over again witll 
a legal contest. Governor DONNELL was in
augurated February 26, and shortly after
ward a contest petition was filed by Mc
Daniel with only the half -hearted support of 
the machine and the legislative leaders most 
active in the original proceeding. The 
schemers really had no hope of sustaining a 
contest, but a recount of the ballots was 
begun. As the returns came in it was evi
dent that if there had been frauds and ir
regularities they had been in McDaniel's 
favor rather than DoNNELL's. The indica
tions soon were that a completed recount 
would show that DoNNELL had been elected 
by a majority in exces~ of 10,000, instead of 
the 3,613 shown by the ori~inal returns. 

Even in the face of this situation, it was 
not until May 21 that McDaniel abandoned 
hope that through some quirk of fate the 
cards would fall his way, although long be
fore that the originators of the plot had 
lost interest in it. For Dickmann had been 
defeated. for reelection in the April election, 
The Republicans had control of the city hall. 
Nearly all the St. Louis machine Democrats 
were out of _jobs, and there was no rift in 
the clouds for the Democrats in the contest. 
So on May 21, McDaniel asked the Legisla
ture to dismiss his contest, which, he said, 
he had instituted "with the highest mo
tives." and "with the firm conviction that 
I had in truth and in fact been · elected 
Governor." 

So ended the most gigantic attempted polit
ical steal in the history of the. State. Dick
mann and Hannegan became job hunters 
instead of job dispensers. What its effect 
will be on Senator CLARK when he seeks 
reelection 2 years hence is for disclosure in 
the stlll somewhat remote future. As for 
the imit1ediate future, it seems reasonably 
certain that while the people "kicked Dick
mann out, the President and the Democratic 
majority in the United States Senate are 
about to put Hannegan in. 

WHAT ST. LOUISANS THINK OF JOB FOR 
HANNEGAN 

Former Gov. Henry S. Caulfield, now di~ 
rector of public welfare of St. Louis: 

"I agree with your courageous editorial 
against the appointment of Hannegan. In 
this dread time when men and women are 
striving .. for national unity and for faith 
that our President is a leader raised by 
patriotism high above partis_an politics, it 
would be a distinct let-down, a grievous 
shock, for him to make this sordid machine 
appointment. The people's opinion of the 
Dickmann-Hannegan machine was registered 
at the last election. To make this appoint-

, ment would flout the people and array the 
President on the side against good govern
ment. The Post-Dispatch is rendering a 
valiant service in bringing the truth home to 
P,im." 
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Mrs. George Gellhorn, former president of 

the League of Women Voters: 
"The Post-Dispatch editorial on the Han

negan appointment throws the floodlight 
on a sorry situation long recognized by 
some of us, the people. 'Find a job for the 
man,' say Missouri's Senators, following the 
outdated patronage system. So they nomi
nate Mr. Hannegan for the position of col
lector · of "internal revenue. But we the 
people voted against Mr. Hannegan and pa
tronage last September 16, when we passed 
the civil-service amendment to the St. Louis 
Charter. The people voted for merit, the 
people voted to find the man for the job, 
not the job for the man. Too bad· that the 
merit system fn the Federal civil service 
does not apply to the purely administrative. 
pDst of collector of internal revenue. Too 
bad that such posts are dependent on Senate 
cvnfirmation. Too bed that for reasons we 
can only surmise Missouri's Senators have 
found it expedient to nominate Mr. Hanne
gan. Perhaps they need to hear from us 
the people, who are fighting to preserve de
mocracy on every front, including the home 
front. Perhaps the President will invite 
Senators Clark and Truman to withdraw 
the nomination of Mr. Hannegan, or, better 
yet, perhaps Mr. Hannegan will withdraw 
himself." 

J. A. McClain, dean of the Law School, 
Washington University: 

"Appointments to the position of Internal 
Revenue Collector, as has been true of other 
important Federal posts, -have traditionally 
been treated by Democrats and Republicans 
alike as political plums. Little else can 
be exr:ected so long as the patronage sys
tem remains entrenched in Federal, State, 
and local _government. The basic fault, as tb,e 
Post-Dispatch has repeatedly emphasized, 
lies in our failure to insist that merit and 
ability ·to do the job constitute the sole con
sideration. This basic handicap is one of 
the greatest threats to the survival of de
mocracy." 

George R. Throop, chancellor of Washing
ton University: 

"I agree completely with statement con
tained in your telegram regarding appoint
ment of Robert E. Hannegan." (The telegram 
sent to Dr. Throop contained excerpts from 
a Post-Dispatch editorial published Sunday. 
This editorial is reprinted today on the edi
torial page.) 

Dr. R. Emmet K~ne: 
"I am in complete agreement with the ef

forts of the Post-Dispatch to prevent the 
appointment of Hannegan to the collector's 
post. Supporters of good government de
feated the political machine which bore his 
name and which was directed by him. Good 
government now demands that neither he 
nor Dicltmann be rewarded by lucrative ap
pointive offices after their repudiation by 
their fellow townsmen. Truman and Clark 
will p ang a millstone about the neck of their 
party in St. Louis if they force this appoint
ment. All of these men snould be grateful 
to the par t y which has done so much for 
them. · They should not crucify it." 

Rabbi F . M. Isserman, Temple Israel: 
"Hannegan's political leadership has been 

repudiat ed by the voters of the Democratic 
Party. To appoint him now to high public 
office would be to flout public opinion. The 
collectorship of 'internal revenue should be 
filled by a man who holds the confidence 
and respect of the community. It should 
not be a political plum handed out to repay 
political favors. When Senators recommend 
repudiated political leaders for high office 
they place personal interest above public wel
fare and their recommendations should be 
ignored. I hope thi'tt President Roosevelt will 
recognize that the citizens of this area dis
approve of Mr. Hannegan's appointment." 

Mrs. George Roudebush, president of the 
League of Women Voters: 

"Wholeheartedly concur in opposing 
Hannegan appointment. Now, when Gov
ernment is extending in many directions, it 
is more than ever necessary that its functions 
be administered honest!~· and etficiently. No 
man under whose dictatorship a political ma
chi.ne seized and dispensed spoils wit h utter 
disregard for community welfare can be con
sidered fit to fill an office for which the prime 
requisite is honest concern that the public be 
honestly. served. It is deplorable that this 
type ::J::: administrative post remains outside 
civil s<!rvice and thus a party plum. If Sen
ators Truman and Clark continue to support 
Hannegan, they will flout the judgment of 
thousands of St. Louis voters." 

Mrs. Luella B,. Sayman, former member, 
St. Louis Housing Authority: 

"The pending appointment of a new in
ternal revenue collector at St. Louis .would 
seem to furnish definite proof of the im
portance of including this responsible public 
office under the Federal merit system in pref
erence to the present patronage method of 
appointment by favor. The fitness of the in
dividual for the job is unquestionably the 
all-important point and should be the deter
mining factor in selecting the new appointee, 
reg·udless o ... political services or affiliation." 

Fannie Cook (Mrs. Jerome E. Cook), au- . 
thor of Boot Heel Doctor and other novels: 

"Now as never before we. the people, need 
to have confidence in our officials, above all 
in their loyalty to public welfare. I believe 
the Post-Dispatch is correct in declaring that 
a man whose record the voters have indig
nantly repudiated should not be rewarded by 
a valuable appointment. Senators Clark and 
Truman must be reminded of the indignation 
of their fellow Missourians. We want a man 
recommended because of his1 record, not 

· despite it. To do otherwise · is to damage 
publi~ faith." 

Mrs. Virgil Lewis, a leader in civic affairs 
and defense activities: 

"St. Louis citizens in the April election 
clearly demonstrated that they believed in 
the doctrine of party responsibility. If Sen
ators Clark and Truman fail to recognize 
what ·a political liability the appointment of 
Mr. Hannegan would be to the Democratic 
Party, they appear to be very unimaginative 
traders of political commoditi~s. But the 
public cannot evade its responsibility for 
such a situation by raging against it or even 
voting against it at intervals. So long as we 
retain the antiquated system of requiring 
the President to appoint hundreds of admin
istrativ-e officials, such as United States mar
shals, collectors of customs and collectors of 
internal revenue, subject to confirmation by 
th~ Senate, we turn these jobs over to the 
spoilsmen." 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. Pre£ident, in 
reference to the fact that the appoint
ment of Mr. ·Hannegan was suggested 
by Messrs. Clark and Truman, who an
nounced their support of Mr. Hannegan 
in the e~rly part of 1942, I desire to quote · 
from the AppendiX Of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, volume 88, part 8, at page All47, 
at which appear the remarks of Mr. 
WALTER C. PLOESER, a Member of the 
House of Representatives, who at that 
time obtained consent to have printed 
in the RECORD an editorial appearing in 
the St. Louis Globe-Democrat. At that 
time he said: 

Mr. Speaker, on Fric,iay, March 13, I called 
to the attention of the House the grave re
sentment which continues to grow in st. 
Louis and St. Louis County, Mo., against the 
avowed intention to secure the appointment 
of discredited machine 'boss, Robert E. Han
negan, to the post o! collector of internal 
revenue. 

Public sentiment continues to mount into 
an overw:helniing wave of public indignation • . 

It is signified by the pointed editorial in the 
St. Louis Globe-Democrat of March 19, 1942, 
which I am extending into the RECORD. As 
the Globe-Democrat again joins in a renewal 
of the fight for public decency in public places 
the great metropolitan press, constituting 
three outstanding newspapers, becomes 
u:nanimous in their opposition •to this in
trusion on P.ublic confidence. 

Then follows the editorial, which was 
published in the St. Louis Globe-Demo
crat of March 19, 1942. I wish the Sen
ate to listen to this: It reads as follows: 

SMASH THE HANNEGAN APPOINTMENT 
Senators Clark and Truman have recom

mended the President appoint Robsrt E. 
Hannegan, discredited boss of a discredited 
political machine, to the office of internal
l'evenue collector in St. Louis. Such an ap
pointment would be in wanton disregard of 
public sentiment. It would be a disgraceful 
example of plum passing. It would reward 
a party henchman whose record is inex
tricably linlted with the brazen attempt to 
steal the governorship of Missouri. 

In oppos'ing Hannegan for the collector
ship, there is no implication that his per
sonal integrity is not of the highest. His 
private and legal reputaton, as far as we 
know, is as spotless as Caesar's wife. His 
political reputation is a much different story. 

The issue is Hannegan, the former chair
man of the city Democratic committee, the 
chieftain with ex-Mayor Dickmann, of the 
local machine, that dominated . politics here 
for 8 years. The issue is Hannegan, the or
ganization wheelhorse who wielded a boss 
regime as powerful in its own bailiwick as 
the late Pendergast juggernaut in Kansas 
City. 

The issue, most specifically, ls Hannegan, 
who, with Mayor Dickmann, sat in on the 
conference that started the nefarious scheme 
to hijack the governorship from FORREST C. 
DoNNELL.. Whether Hannegan actually coun
seled the partisan investigation by the Dem
ocrat-controlled assembly may be debatable. 
That he later backed the plan by calling for 
his committee's approval, that he gave tacit 
consent to the whole proceeding, cannot be 
questioned. 

If Hannegan and Dickman had withdrawn 
support from the plot to strong-arm the gov
ernorship and seat their own candidate, Law- . 
renee McDaniel, the whole vicious stratagem 
would have collapsed. They "went along." 
That is the most charitable view possible. It 
is much more likely they were silent leaders 
in the plan. 

The Dickmann administration was rolled 
out of office last April by a stunning defeat
a majority of 35,684 votes against it. Four 
years previously Mr. Dickmann was elected by 
a majority of 48,170. Without a ghost of 
doubt, the paramount reason for the ma
chine's crushing rejection was the conspiracy 
against the governorship, ultimately scotched 
by the State supreme court. 

The public of St. Louis has repudiated the 
Democratic machine. Hannegan was an in
tegral part of that machine, one of its two 
bosses. It becomes no less than an insult to 
the city's electorate for Missouri's two Sen
ators to attempt hoisting him onto the Fed
eral pay roll in a $7,000 consolation coup. If 
this is what is called political loyalty, we 
have no stomach for it. 

Obviously, were Hannegan to be made col
lector, it could hardly be called a move to 
resuscitate the machine. Federal service is 
under a pretty strict merit system. But St. 
Louis has a healthy intolerance for a political 
credo that damns public opinion and dishes 
out rewards to discarded machine bosses. 

Senator. Clark and Senator Truman had 
better reconsider their Hannegan recommen
dation. If they don't, we urge the President 
to ignore senatorial privilege and smash the 
a,ttempt to secure Hannegan's appointment. 
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His appointment was made. He was 

nominated on May 4, 1942, and the ap
pointment was reported favorably on May 
5. I do not know whether a meeting of 
the committee was held; but he was nom
inated on one day, reported favorably on 
the next day; and confirmed by unani
mous consent on May 6. The:t:.e w::_:~,s no 
yea and nay vote. · Mr. Clark of Mis
souri addressed the Senate, urged con
firmation of Mr. Hannegan's nomination 
despite the statement which had been 
made in the St. LoJ,lis-Post-Dispatch. I 
have not read his statement fully. I had 
be.tter not say whether he comments on 
the Globe Democrat. 

In 1943 Mr. Hannegan was appointed 
to be Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
On October 4 the nomination was referred 
to the committee. On October 5 it was 
reported favorably, and on October 6 it 
wa.s unanimously confirmed. On motion 
by Mr. Clark of M'ssouri, and unani
mously agreed to, it was ordered that the 
President of the United States be noti
fied of the confirmation, and on October 
7 Mr. Hannegan took office as Commis
sioner of Internal Revenue. ·on Janu
ary '22, 1944, he was made chairman of 
the Democratic National Committee. 

Mr. President, before completing my 
remarks I desire to make a very brief re
mipitulation of the points which I think 
are unanswerable that the Senate is en
titled to have this nomination recom
mitted to the committee.. If any other 
Senator desires to be' heard while I hold 
the floor, I shall, with pleasure, yield t.o 
him. <After a short pause.) I assume 
that no other Senator desires to be heard. 

For the following reasons there should 
be granted by this body, by unanimous 
consent, an order recommitting the 
nomination of Mr. Hannegan to be Post
master General to the Committee on 
Ppst Offices and Post Roads: First, ·be
cause the nomination was not presented 
at a meeting of the committee; second, 
there is· no urgency which would prevent 
holding hearings on the matter; and 
third, the importance of filling this Cab
inet office with a proper person. Con
sideration should be given to the fact 
that the office is a Cabinet office. Con
sideration should. also be given to the 
volume of business which the Post Office 
Department transacts, the number of its 
employees, as indicated in peacetime, 
which is the largest of any department 
of the Government; its contractual du
ties; and the fact that the employees of 
42,000 post offices are under civil service. 
All these facts indicate the importance of 
the office. ' 

Next, as I have already indicated, is 
the fact that the Postmaster General is 
generally regarded as one who exercises 
a great deal of influence in the entire 
field of Federal patronage. The next 
reason is that when Postmaster General 
.Walker resigned as party chairman· he 
gave as his reason the fact that due to 
the war and the constantly growing 
volume of post-office business, the office 
cf Postmaster General had become so 
important as to require the full time and 
energy of the Postmaster General. Yet, 
Mr. Han.negan is reported to have made 
the decision to retain his position as 

· chairman of the Democratic National 

Committee while occupying the office of 
Postmaster General. The Senate is en
titled to know how Mr. Hannegan can 
find time to perform the duties of both 
positions if Mr. Walker could not. do so. 
Moreover, the duties of Postmaster Gen
eral and those of the chairman of the 
National Democratic Committee are in
consistent and incompatible. 

Finally, I cite the series of incidents 
which occurred in Missouri not only 
1 day but over a long period of years, 
from the time that Mr. Hannegan became 
interested in politics. The committee is 
entitled to examine into those facts hear 
Mr. Ha:hnegan's ·side of the questio~. and 
determine whether or .not he is of the 
type of ·man to be appointed. The com
mittee should hear fully from him, and 
from every witness which the commi~tee 
wishes to summon. · 

So, Mr. President, at this time I re
spectfully request unanimous consent' of 
this body that the nomination of. Robert 
E. Hannegan to be · Postmaster General 
of the United States be recommitted to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Missouri? 

Mr. McKELLAR. , I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec

tion is heard. 
lVJI. DONNELL. Objection having 

been made, I respectfully move that the 
nomination of Robert E. Hannegan be 
recommitted to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The ~RESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will . call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll 
and the following Senators answered t~ 
their names: 
Austin 
Bailey 
Ball · 
Bankhead . 
Bilbo 
Briggs 
Buck 
Burton · 
Bushfield 
Butler 

· Capper 
Chavez 
Cordon 
Donnell 

· Downey 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Green 
Ha.rt 

Hatch 
Hawkes 
Hayden 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Johnson, Colo. 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lucas 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McMahon 
May bank 
Millikin 
Mitchell 
Moore 
Morse 
Murdo cit 
O 'Daniel 

O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Russell 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Stewart 
Taft 
Taylor 
Tunnell· 
White 
Wiley 
Willis 
Wilson 
Young 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty
five ~enators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. McKELLAR obtained the floor. · 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr President-
Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Sena-

tor from Wyoming. 
· Mr. O'MAHONEY. I addressed the 

Chair i:p. order that I might answer the 
quorum call. 

The - PRESIDING OFFICER. .The 
Chair-previously recognized the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, a. 
number of Senators have come into the 
Chamber, and I wish their names might 
be put on the roll call. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection--· · 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Tennessee yielded to me. 
A quorum call was just had, and I desire 
to be recorded as present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yvithout 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I 
make the same request. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I should 
like to have the same privilege accorded 
the Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN] 
and myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
BURTON], the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
HAYDENl, .and the Senator from Minne
sota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] will be recorded as 
present. 
. Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, re
turning to the question before the Sen
~te, I desire to say that it is quite re
markable how we sometimes do things 
in the Senate. The nomination of Mr. 
Robert E. Hannegan, of Missouri, has 
been sent in for confirmation as Post
master General, and we have just 
listened to a very fine and delightful 
speech by one of the Senators from Mis
souri, my distinguished friend [Mr. 
DONNELL]. About nine-tenths of his 
speech wa3 a rehash from the public 
press of a political controversy between · 
Democrats and Republicans of Missouri. 
I can understand why my good friend 
would feel very much interested in both 
present and past and poSsibly future · 
politics in Missouri, but I am wondering 
whether or not that constitutes a reason 
why Mr. Hannegan's nomination to be 
Postmaster General should not be con
firmed. · 

Let me say to my Republican friends 
that most of them have been here for 
several years and, by implication at any 
rate, they voted for Mr. Hannegan on 
two former occasions. Nominations of 
Mr. Hannegan have been confirmed 
twice by the Senate. He was confirmed 
on May 6, 1942, as collector of internal· 
revenue for the first district of Missouri 
a very important office. I have neve; 
heard of any defalcations or charges of 
wrongdoing in that office. Some political 
successes of Mr. Hannegan have been 
charged ·against him, but my distin
guished friend from Missouri has not 
said a word against Mr. Hannegan's 
character or his ability. 

Let me digress sufficiently long to say 
that when we think of the results of the 
election last November, with Mr. Hanne
g~n at the head of the Democratic cam
paign effort, it is no wonder that noth
ing is said about Mr. Hannegan's .abil
ity, because in a very hot contest last 
November Mr. Hannegan won it for his 
candidate, even in Missouri. My dis
tinguished friend, by his eloquence no 
doubt, and by his fine character was 
fortunate enough to be elected to the 

. Senate by a. small majority. I congratu
late him on his ~uccess. He must have 
achieved it by the same species of speak
ing he has evidenced here today. But 
he has not said anything against the 
character or the ability or the honesty 
or integrity of Mr. Hannegan. Except 
for several Republicans, including the 
Senator from Missouri, who were not 
here at the time, ;my Republican col
leagues voted for Mr. Hannegan twice. 
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The first time on. May 6, 1942, and again 
on October 6, 1943. They voted both 
times unanimously; he obtained every 
vote in the Senate. They voted unan
imously to confirm him for one of the 
most important offices of this country, in
deed probably the most impo~:tant so far 
as a man of integrity is concerned, name
ly, the office of Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, one of the greatest money 
offices in the Government. They unan
imously voted for him; there was no op
pcsition. So, when his nomination was 
sent to the Senate a few days ago, he 
having been ccmfirmed by this body twice 
in the recent past, I assure my colleagues 
that it never occurred to me that there 
would be any opposition to the nomina
tion. 

Mr. Hannegan .has won his spurs. I 
think the senior Senator from Missouri 
should take off his hat to him. It is an 
excellent thing to take one's hat off 
to an opponent sometimes when the op
ponent has done well, and certainly Mr. 
Hannegan did well last November. Many 
Republicans then thought he was not 
going to do so well as he did, but he 
made a good campaign, and he won a 
great victory. 

I wish to call attention to some' of the 
things which have been said. First of 
all, the Senator from Missouri takes me 
to task for having done something ir
regular, so to speak. Before I star.t to 
speak about that, however, I wish to say 
to the Senator that if he had come to 

·me last Thursday and had said he wanted 
a hearing, that he would like to have the 
nomination go over, that he wanted cer
tain. witnesses called, and that this nom
inee was dishonest, or if he had made 
any other charge, I would, of course, have 
accommodated the Senator. If he had 
brought me all the newspaper clippings 
he has put into the RECORD today about 
Mr. Hannegan, I do not think I would 
have paid any attention to them, but 
certainly if he had come to me and said 
he wanted to be heard, of course he would 
have been heard. He is a member of the . 
committee. But he chose another plan. 
He wanted to make an issue. I think 
there are two Senators on the other side 
who want to make ,an issue o·f this nom
ination, who want to overturn, as the 
Senator riow wants to overturn, as he 
has just moved to overturn, a rule which 
has stood for many years. 

I am not sure whether the rule was 
. started by Republicans or not, but even 
in my time I remember when Mr. Will 
Hays was chairman of the National Re
publican Committee, and was also Post
master General. Mr. Hays was a very 
delightful gentleman, and, so far as I can 
now recall, he made a very excellent 
Postmaster General. The fact that he 
had been in politics, as we have all been 
in politics, was not held against him. 

· What Senator is there who has not been 
in politics? I say to my friend, the senior 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] 
sitting here before me, that he should 
not look at me in the way he is doing, 
because he has been in politics, and he 
cannot tell me any different. [Laughter.] 
We have all been in politics. 

A man who is in politics is not a crim
inal, he is not dishonest necessarily. 

Sometimes he is, but very rarely. Dur
ing all the years of its existence there 
have been very few in this body who have 
been dishonest, I am very happy to sa3r. 

Are we to say that a man who has been 
confirmed twice to high public office by 
this body should not be confirmed be
cause some newspapers have said evil 
things against him? If my name came 
before this body for confirmation, I 
would never have a chance in the world 
if Senators should consider newspaper 
statements as ground for disqualification, 
because I presume that as much evil has 
been said. about me by the newspapers 
as has been said about any other Member 
of this body, and probably more. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. -President, will the 
Senator from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. I call attention to the 

fact that, as we all know, the two con
firmations of Mr. Hannegan, to which 
the Senator from Tennessee has called 
attention, happened since 1940, since the 
events upon which the Senator from Mis
souri bases his entire case. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true, and I 
thank the Senator from Illinois for the 
interruption and for the information. 
Since the controversy took place, the 
Senate twice confirmed this man, who 
was involved in the controversy, accord
ing to the newspaper stories read by the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Teimessee yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. WHEELER. When it appeared 

that Mr. Hannegan's nomination was to 
be held up here today, I had occasi-on to 
talk with him, and I asked him whether 
or not he was a party to what took place 
in Missouri as it has been related. He 
assured me that he was not, that at the 
time he and his family were in Florida, 

. and that he had issued a public state
ment after that saying he was in no wise 
resnonsible for it. 

Mr. President, I am not intimately ac
quainted with Mr. Hannegan. I have 
met him a few times, but, frankly, I have 
been impressed with the fact that he is 
a very high class and very honorable 
gentleman. 

I have also had occasion to inquire as 
to his activities when he was Commis
sioner of the Internal Revenue Bureau 
and I was told by a disinterested party, 
who was a civil-service employee, that 
during the short time Mr. Hannegan was 
in the Bureau he put into effect more re
forms than anyone else had inaugurated 
for a long time. So far as I am con
cerned, I shall vote to confirm Mr. Han
negan, and I think he will make a very 
able Postmaster General. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank the Sen-
ator. · 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. The Senator from Mis

souri merely suggested that the nomina
tion be recommitted to the committee, in 
order that these matters might be looked 
into and Mr. Hannegan given an oppor
tunity to state what are the facts, as it 
seems he stated them to the Senator from 
Montana. I still think that Mr. Hanne
gan himself should prefer to have an op .. 

portunity to appear before the commit
tee. · 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
have not talked with Mr. Hannegan. I 
saw him for probably one·-eighth of a 
minute last night as he and his wife 
walked through the vestibule of the hotel 
where I reside, so I do not know what he 
wants done about the matter, and I can
not say. I wish to say, however, that, as 
my colleagues know, we feel in certain 
instances that ·we know about certain 
matters. I was a trial lawyer for about 
18 years before coming to Congress, did 
little else but try cases, and I had to look 
jurors and judges constantly in the· faee. 
There was not so much trouble with the 
judges, but I had to look jurors in the 
face regularly, and I came to feel that 
I could judge a man after I had had op
portunity to look him in the face. 

I think that the first time I ever met 
Mr. Hannegan was last July. I may 
have met him before, but it would have 
been just a passing introduction, and I 
have not seen him five thnes since; in
deed, I doubt if I have seen him three 
time since then. If ever I saw an hon
est look on a man's face, I saw such a 
look on Bob Hannegan's face. He is a 
straight man. I would vouch for him 
from my knowledge of men generally, 
having looked at him. We can look at 
a man and tell whether he is an hon
est man-if we look carefully enough 
Daughterl-and I believe Bob Hannegan 
to be a perfectly honest man. 

Mr. Hannegan is not only honest, but 
he is able. The last campaign was a 
difficult one for any party. There is no 
doubt about that. Even the Republi
cans admit it, because they really 
thought they were going to win in that 
campaign. But Bob Hannegan was the 
master of that situation. The chairman 
of the national committee is always 
master of the situation if he succeeds, 
and Hannegan succeeded. He did well, 
and, so far as I know and believe. he 
is a man who meets every specification 
which was suggested by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MoRsE] a little while ago. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. All we have to do, in 

considering Mr. Hannegan, is to judge by 
the experience of any Member of this 
body. Which Member of this body 
would be here if his qualifications were 
dependent upon what the opposing news
papers stated about him? I think the 
record should be consulted in these par
ticular instances. Politically Mr. Han
negan has done wonderfully well, and, 
as the Senator from Tennessee has 
stated, I think he has shown that he 
could fill perfectly the office to which he 
has been appointed. On the two differ
ent occasions to which the Senator from 
Tennessee has referred, this body scruti
nized Mr. Hannegan's integrity, and his 
ability, in connection with positions 
which are just as important as that of 
Postmaster General, in my opinion. A 
man could be Postmaster General who 
would not qualify as collector of internal 
revenue. Possibly he would not look in
-to the ramifications and details of his 
.o:mce. But on two different ·occasions, 
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when Mr. Hannegan was appointed col
lector of internal revenue for the-St. Louis 
district, and when he was -appointed to 
be Commissioner of Internal R~venue, 
the incidents which took place in 1940 
were rather recent. If they had been 
really serious, surely this body would 
have heard of them. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank the Senator: 
from New Mexico. If they had been se
rious they might have saved the Repub
licans a great deal of trouble, because 
they might then have fixed matters so 
that Mr. Hannegan could not have waged 
the successful campaign he waged. 

...:. Mr. President, in all frankness I wish 
to talk about the rule which the two Sen
ators .on the other side of the aisle de
sire to change. The 1;ule ·has been in 
existence ever since I have known an.y
thing about the Post Office Department, 
which is now a period of about 35 years. 

When a nomination comes to the com
mittee it is sent to the various members 
of the. committee. In this instance this 
is what was sent to them: 

Ordered, That the following nomination be. 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads: 

Robert K Hannegan, of Missouri, to be 
Postmaster General, effective July 1, 1945, vice 
Frank C. Walker, resigned. 

On this paper we ·find the following 
signatures: 

ALLEN J. ELLENDER, CHAVEZ, McKELLAR, 
HAYDEN, BAILEY, JoHN L. McCLELLAN, LEE 
O'DANIEL, GLEN H. TAYLOR, CLYDE M. REED, 
B. B. HICKENLOOPER, WILLIAM LANGER. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
LANGER] at first protested, but after-con
sultation with me he withdrew his pro
test. I consulted with him, because I 
have nothing in the world to cover up in 
any manner, shape, or form. I consulted 
with him, and after talking the matter 
over he said, he would not object. 

The objection came from the Republi
can leader, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
WHITE], who very courteously asked that 
the nomination go over until today, and 
that was done. 

I have never been asked for a hearing 
on this nomination by anyone. The dis
tinguished member of my own committee 
who is now fighting the nomination never 
asked me about it. He is objecting to 
the rule. So is the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MoRSE]. Both Senators object to 
the rule. The rule hasi>een in existence 
from time immemorial, so far as I know. 

By the way, there are Senators pres
ent who, I believe, enjoyed the benefits 
of this rule. I know that one of the 
finest men God ever made, who is sitting 
back here with his hand to his face, and 
his name is JosiAH W. BAILEY, was con
firmed as collector of internal revenue of 
North Carolina 35 or 40 years ago under 
exactly the s.ame rule. The practice has 
continued all the time. There have been 
some objections raised to it. My friend 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. WHITE] 
does not like the rtile very much. I think 
he has frequently expressed his disap
proval of it. But the Senate has adopted 
the rule. It is a part of the Rules of the 
Senate. It may be a wrong rule. If the 
Senator from Missouri thinks it is a 
wrong rule, or if the Senator from Ore
gon thinks it is a wrong rule, let them 

submit a resolution, and let it go to the 
Rules Committee and let that committee 
and the Senate pa-ss on it. The Rules 
Committee i& -~til,l in e~istence. The 
Senate is still-in e:x:istence. If the rule is 
wrong, change the rule. 
. Mr. President, both· Senators to whom 

I haye jus-j;-_- refe~red ar~ new Members 
of the · Senate, :aP~ 'excel_lent ones, too. 
After they hav~ been -here for a while 
and realize how many -nominations come 
before various committees I think they 
will think better of it and promptly 
change their views. They are now in 
this indirect rmanner ~rying to atte!Dpt ~ 
t_p make a precedent for the purpose of : 
changing the rule. So far as I am con-, 
Gern~d .. I probably would have :ma,.de _a 
mistake if the Senator from Missouri had
come to me and said he wanted a hearing, 
but after Hearing his political speech of 
2 hours, in which he said he wanted to 
rehash things that happened away back 
yonder before Mr. Hannegan was twice 
confirmed by this very body. I think it 
was very fortunate that the Senator did 
not come to me and that we did not 
change the rule. I think we ought to vote 
on the nomination this afternoon, and 
the sooner the better. I shall not take 
long, but I will yield to the Senator from 
Missouri, who has been on his feet for 
some time. 

.Mr. DONNELL. May I ask the Sen
ator from Tennessee if the Senate man
ual which I hold in my hand contains the 
ofilcial Rules of the Senate ,_and whether 
there is any rule anywhere by which a 
committee is authorized to act without 
holding hearings? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am not sure about 
whether it is in the manual. I have not 
looked at it lately. I will say to the Sen
ator that since I have been in the Senate 
that question has been raised a number 
of times, as the Parliamentarian will tell 
the Senator, ·and every time the Senate 
has held that a report on a nomination 
by poll was a legal and proper report un
der the rules. If the Senator has any 
doubt about it he can make a point of 
order. I shall conclude in a few mo
ments, and I suggest to the Senator that 
when I am through he make the point of 
order that a favorable report by poll is 
not in order. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Ten

nessee referred to me kindly, as he al
ways does--

Mr. McKELLAR. I could do not any. 
thing else. 

Mr. WHITE. And said in substance 
that I do not think much of this rule; in
deed I do not think anything of this rule, 
I want to supplement what the Senator 
has said. I do not think much of this 
rule; I do not think anything of this rule, 
except that it is a thoroughly vicious 
practice. 

Mr. President, it is a practice which 
has been followed in the Senate for some 

-time-I have to admit that much-but I 
believe that it is a violation of the writ
ten rules of the Senate; the standing 
rules of this body. I believe it is a prac
tice which is thoroughly reprehensible. 
I wish there were some way to stop it. 
I think what we have here today is a per~ 

feet illustration of the infirmity and of 
the inherent harm in the practice. 

I do not like to speak of it as a rule, 
but rather as a practice. If the rules of 
the Senate had been followed this matter 
would have been referred to a committee, 
and then there would have been a com
mittee meeting; there would have been 
opportunity formally to present the re
quest for an investigation. It always has 
seemed to me, and it se~ms to me now, 
that that is the correct and proper and 
orderly procedure, and might well result 
in avoiding situations similar to the one 
we have here today. . 

Mr. McKELLAR.- My recollection is 
that on a former occasion, and that is 
probably where I obtained my-informa
tion concerning his views, the Senator 
from Maine made a point of order that a 
report from a committee-! do not know 
whether it was from my committee, but 
from some committee-when a poll was 
taken of the members of the committee, 
was not a proper report. The Senator 
ina de a point . of order against it, and 
the Chair overruled the point of order, 
and the Senate sustained the. Chair. 
That is my recollection. 

Mr. WHITE. I have no recollection 
whether I made the point of order or not. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Some Senator did. 
Mr. WHITE. Notwithstanding the 

point of order, notwithstanding the rul
ing of the Chair, and notwithstanding 
the practices and the precedents of the 
past, I -still insist that it is all wrong. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Sen
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. TAFT. I do not want to enter into 
the question whether this is a rule or not. 
I think clearly it is not a rule. I as
sume what the Senator is saying is that it 
is a precedent of the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It certainly is. 
Mr. TAFT. I think that in this case 

it is not a precedent of the Senate. On 
pages 4132 and 4131 of the CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD, appears-the following: 

Executive nominations received May 3. 
Robert E. Hannegan, of Missouri. 
By 1\11'. McKELLAR, from the Committee un 

Post Offices and Post Roads: 
Robert E. Hannegan, of Missouri, to be· 

Postmaster General. 

The same day the report came in and, 
I think, actually before it was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, a report was made. Certainly the 

· practice, if there is a practice, when such 
a nomination comes in, is to refer it first 
to the Senators of the State from which 
the appointment is made. 

That is the regular practice. I am con
stantly receiving from the Senator's 
committee the nominations of postmas
ters in Ohio, which, so far as I know, I 
have invariably approved. In this case 
that practice was not followed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; that practice · 
was followed in this case. 

Mr. TAFT. I understood the Senator 
from Missouri to state that until after 
the report had been signed by 11 Mem
bers, and was then presented to him, no 
official statement was made to him. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
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Mr. DONNELL. The facts are that on 

the 3d of May there was brought to me 
a paper which had some signatures on 
it. I do not know how many there were. 
It was the paper a copy of which I hold 
in my hand. It begins: 

Ordered, That the following nomination be 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads-

And concludes with the words "with 
the recommendation the nomination be 
confirmed," following which are various 
signatures. That paper was presented 
to me at my desk. I had never been 
spoken to directly or indirectly before it 
was presented to me. When it came to 
me I looked at it and told the gentleman 
who handed it to me that I would not 
sign it at· that time, that I wished to 
think over what I should do about it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, my 
secretary hands me the following note: 

I submitted it to Senator DONNELL imme
diately after Senator REED, ranking minority 
Member, who had signed it. 

The Senator from Kansas is the rank
ing minority member of the committee, 
and my secretary assumed that he ought 
to submit it to him first. He then sub
mitted it to the Senator from Missouri. 

It never occurred to me in the remotest 
. way that there would be any objection to 
the nomination of this Cabinet officer. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. I understand the Sena-

. tor's statement; but the point I wish to 
malte is that if there is a precedent re
garding nominations in the Senate, it is 
that when they are received they shall 
be first referred to the Senators from 
the State in which the nomination is 
made, for their opinions and views. 
'When their views have been received, 
whether adverse or favorable, a nom
ination may then be submitted by a poll 
to the members of the committee. I do 
not believe that is a good practice. But 
I do not think there is any rule or prece
dent of the Senate which justifies a nom
ination coming here in the middle of the 
afternoon and being circulated among 
members of the committee and signed 
without consulting the Senators from the 
particular State, and without other Sen
ators even knowing that the nomina
tion has been received. Senators may 
be out of the city. It seems to me that 
there is no precedent of the Senate to 
justify the procedure which has been 
followed in this case. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, we 
might as well be perfectly frank. The 
Democratic Senator from Missouri was 
in favor of this nomination, and the 
Republican Senator from Missouri was 
against the nomination. That is all 
there is to it. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD and Mr. DONNELL 
addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Tennessee yield; and if so, 
to whom? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield first to the 
Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I 
am not acquainted with Mr. Hannegan, 
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but I have friends who are acquainted 
with him, and who speak very highly 
of him and his work. Personally, I have 
no knowledge of his qualifications. 

However, while it is not a rule, it has 
been the .custom, when a nomination is 
received, particularly an important nom
ination, to refer it to the Senators from 
the particular State. I have never in
sisted upon it, but I believe that it is a 
courtesy which is usually accorded. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It always is. It was
accorded in this case. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. As to polling the 
committee, it is my impression that it is 
usually understood that when a com
mittee is polled·, and every member of 
the committee is consulted, that is con
sidered a proper procedure; but a poll of 
the committee is proper only when all 
the members of the committee are con
sulted. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no. The Sen
ator is mistaken. 

Mr. SHIFSTEAD. That is not a fixed 
·rule. We know what the fixed rule of 
the Senate is. There is nothing wrong 
about polling a committee. It is a prec
edent. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It has been in ef
fect for 35 years to my certain knowl
edge. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. It is the practice . 
Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; it has been the 

practice for 35 years. 
· Let me say to the Senator and to the 
Senate that I am told that during this 
war several bundred thousand appoint
ments have been reporwd from the Mili
tary Affairs Committee alone. If we had 
to have a party fight over every military 
appointment which comes before the 
Senate, we would not be a legislative body 
at all. We would be a political body. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I do not believe that 

the Committee on Military Affairs fol
lows the practice of taking signatures on 
a sheet of paper when recommendations 
come from the White House or from the 
Chief of Staff for promotions of officers. 
The Military Affairs Committee has ex .. 
ercised care, and has scrutinized such 
appointments. In many cases it has sent 
for the history and records of the men 
who were promoted. So the practice of 
the ·committee on Military Affai.rs can 
hardly be used as a reason for taking a 
poll of part of a committee in order to 
receive a report on a nomination from 
a committee on the same day on which 
the nomination is received, without any 
opportunity to investigate the appoint
ment of an individual to the high of
fice of a member of the Cabinet. There 
is nothing that the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs has done which would 
constitute a precedent for such haste'. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I shall be glad to 
yield in a moment. 

M_r. President, in order to demonstrate 
how our memories sometimes fail us, let 
me cite one instance. I do not see the 
chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs present. 

Mr. AUSTIN. No; he is in Euro·pe, 

· Mr. McKELLAR. Within the past 10 
days the Senate had before it a long list 
of military appointments. It must have 
occupied a dozen pages in the RECORD. 
They were submitted to the Senate and 
were announced from the desk. I be-. 
lieve my friend, the Senator from Ala-. 
bama [Mr. HILL] asked unanimous con
sent that the entire list of military nomi-. 
nations be approved without being sent 
to a committee. As I remember, they 
were approved without even being sent 
to a committee. Is that true? 

Mr. HILL. I believe the Senator has 
reference to the nominations of mid
shipmen in the Navy. 
_ Mr. McKELLft..R. Perhaps that was it. 

Mr. HILL. A few days ago, the dis
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WALSH], chairman of the Commit
tee on Naval Affairs, asked that a very 
large number of nominations of gradu
ates of the Navy Academy be confirmed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. There were several 
hundred of them. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. AUSTIN. We have routine pro-. 

motions in large numbers, but they are 
passed on by the committee. They are 
passed on en bloc unless there is reason 
for a detailed investigation hy the com
mittee. However, that does not consti
tute a precedent for the peculiar action 
which occurred in connection with this 
nomination. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does the Senator 
think there is something wrong about 
this action? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I do not pass -judgment. 
However, I believe that when a member 
of a standing committee of the Senate 
asks that opportunity be given for a 
hearing, his request should be granted. 

Mr. McKELLAR. He did not make the 
r€quest until after he had made a politi
cal speech lasting 2 hours today. That 
was the first time he ever made the 
request. 

Mr. AUSTIN. It is a matter of right. 
MT. McKELLAR. I do not agree with 

the Senator, imder the circumstances. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, 

will the Senator yield? 
Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. The able Senator 

from Tennessee has referred to the prac
tice of the Committee on Military Ai

. fairs. 
Mr. McKELLAR. The particular in

cident to which I was referring related 
t'o the Committee on_ Naval Affairs. I · 
was mistaken. However, the Committee 
on Iviilitary Affairs follows the same prac
tice. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. No. The Com
mittee on Military Affairs does not follow 
that practice: So far as I know, every 
appointment on which the Committee on 
Military Affairs acts comes before the 
commit~ee and must come before it. I 

·recall that last year one of the attaches 
of the Committee on Military Affairs at
tempted to deal with some appointments · 
by polling the ccmmittee. That practice 
was objected to, and has not been in
_dulged in since, so far as I know. 

.. 

' I 
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Mr. HATCH. Mt,:. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. HATCH. I merely wish to ask the 

Senator from Tennessee a question. I 
have heard a great deal of comment 
about this particular nomination, and 
about t;echnical rules and procedure. I 
have always had the- idea that the Presi-

. dent of the United States was entitled to 
select the persons whom he might choose 
to be members of his own official family 
or Cabinet. But I . have always had iri 
my own mind this particular reservation, 
namely, that·that person should be a man 
of fitness and character. 

I listened to the Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. DoNNELL] review the political 
scandals of h is State-to his own great 
satisfaction, I am sure-but I did not 
hear him say a single word against the 
fitness or the character of the nominee. 

I ask the Senator from Tennessee 
whether that question was raised. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I did not hear it 
raised. If the Senator from Missouri 
made a statement reflecting upon Mr. 
Hannegan's fitn~ss or his character, I 

. did not hear it-and I sat here all the 
time, except for about 2 minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. Then, Mr. President, in 
that respect I wish to say that the con
firmation of the nomination of a mem
ber of the President's Cabinet is on a 
somewhat different basis than the confir
mation of the nomination of postmaster 
of Squedink or Podunk. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
wish to conclude my remarks very short
ly. All I wish to say is that, there b'eing 
nOthing against the character or fitness 
of Mr. Hannegan-he has held high of
fice, he has been very much in the public 
eye, of course, because of his connection 
as chairman of the Democratic National 
Committee-it seems to me there can be 
no question in the world about his quali
fications. 

It is said that he should not be con
firmed because he is now chairman of the 
Democratic Natjonal Committee. That 
question was raised by the Sen.ator from 
Missouri, I believe. That practice, as l 
recall from my recollection of history, 
was begun · by Mr. Harding, when Will 
Hays, a very estimable gentleman, who 
had led the Republican Party to a glori
ous victory, as they looked at it, was made 
Postmaster General, and he was also 
continued as chairman of the Republican 
National Committee. 

My recollection is that later on, in. a 
subsequent administration-! have for
gotten which one, whether it was Mr. 
Coolidge's or Mr. Hoover's-a man who 
was either chairman or assistant chair
man of the Republican National Com
mittee was made Postmaster General. 

My recollection is that James A. Far
ley then came in; and following the ex
ample set by a successful Republican in 
their day, the Democrats appointed the 
chairman of their national committee 
to be Postmaster General. He made an 
excellent one. 

Now the nomination of Mr. Hannegan 
is before us. The Democrats now have 
nominated Mr. Hannegan-again follow
ing the leadership of the Republicans. 
We followed them on the question of 
polling the committee. That is what 

they used to do; it was a general prac
.t ice in Republican days, as well as in 
Democratic days. But now the Repub
licans wish to stop the practice-insofar 
as the Democratic Party is concerned. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt that 
if some day the Republicans secure as a 
chairman of their national committee 
a man who leads them to a successful 
result and a fine victory, they will change 
their minds, and they will wish to put 
him in office, just as Mr. Hannegan is 
to be put in. 

M-r. Hannegan is a fine man. He has 
a wonderful personality. He is well edu
cated. He is a graduate of a splendid 
college in Missouri. He is a man who 
stands well. He is a man who knows how 
to fight. He is a man who knows how 
to win. He is a man who knows how to 
handle himself. 

From a political point of view I can 
see why the Republicans should be op
posed to him. I do not know about all 
the fights the Senator from Missouri has 
had in Missouri, but it may be that Mis
sourians will fight again, and I do not 
blame them for not wanting Mr. Hanne
gan to be Postmaster General. But 
practically all the other Republican 
Senators have voted for him for two 
other high offices. If they vote against 
h im now they will have to change their 
practice, they will have to change their 
votes, because they all voted for him in 
1942 and 1943. They will have to say 
their votes were wrong, that the Senator 
from Missouri is their leader, and that 
they are going to follow him and take 
back the votes they heretofore cast for 
Mr. Hannegan. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. REED. The Senator from Ten

nessee did not go far enough back in 
history to discover the origin of the cus
tom relative to the nomination of Post
master General. As I recall, Frank H. 
Hitchcock, who was chairman of theRe .. 
publican National Committee in 1908, 
was made Postmaster General under 
President Taft. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am quite sure that 
is correct. 

Mr. REED. I have forgotten whether 
he retained his chairmanship along with 
his position as Postmaster General. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Inasmuch as the 
Senator has refreshed my memory, I wish 
to tell him about another man, namely, 
Harry S. New, whom most of us old
timers remember. He was a fine man, 
and he was Postmaster General and also 
chairman of the Republican National 
Committee. I have forgotten whether he 
held both positions at the same time, but 
he held them in the same vicinity of 
time, at any rate. I do not think the 
fact that he had been chairman of the 
Republican National Committee dis
qualified him to be Postmaster General. 
Harry New was one of the finest gentle
men I ever know. I always liked him. 
.The fact that he was an excellent chair
man of the Republican National Com
mittee did not make him any less able as 
Postmaster General. I think 'he made 
a very excellent Postmaster General, just 
as Robert Hannegan will do if his nomi
nation is confirmed this afternoon~ 

~ I hope the Republican Senators will . 
stand by their former votes. I do not 
think we should refl·ame or attempt to 
change the rules. I do not think we 
should change the rule or the custom 
relative to having a Postmaster General 
hold· both offices. That has been the 
custom.. The only way to make a change 
n ow would be to pass a law to the effect 
that no man who had been chairman of 
a national committee should be head of 
the Post Office Department. I think 
such a law or such a rule would be a very 
foolish one. I think it depends on the 
man. , 

We have before us the nomination of 
a man as to whom not a word to his 
discredit has been spoken, except that 
he has been a successful politician. He 
has been, and t admire his success; I 

·honor him for his success. He made a 
great fight. It seems to me there is no 
reason in the world why his nomination 
should not be confirmed. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President-
Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Sena

tor. 
Mr. REED. I wish to say a few words 

to my good friend the Senator from 
·Tennessee. I am in a rather peculiar 
position here, because I happen to be the 
ranking member of the minority on the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. When the clerk brought that· 
poll to me, I signed it. I am not de-
fending the practice of polling commit
tees. I share to some extent the view 
of the Senator from Maine that it is a 
bad practice. But I wish to say to my 
good friend the Senator from Tennessee 
that there is no question whether the 
nomination Of Mr. Hannegan will be 
confirmed. The only issues presently 
on trial are the practices of the Senate 
and Mr. Hannegan's own welfare in the 
future. 

If the Senator had called a meeting 
of the committee I would have 'voted in 
favor of a committee report recommend
ing confirmation of the nomination. I 
say again to the Senator from Missouri · 
that notwithstanding what he has said 
here today, I voted twice in this body 
to confirm the nomination of Mr. Hanne• 
gan-first when he was nominated to be 
collector of internal revenue at St. Louis, 
and later when he was nominated to be 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue for 
the country as a whole; and I am familiar 
with what the Senator from Missouri 
has said. 

I agree that the conditions about. 
which he has spoken represent a dis .. 
graceful chapter in the history of pol-· 
itics in Missouri, as they would in any 
other State. :r'hey do not reflect any 
credit upon Mr. Hannegan. The polit
ical situation in Kansas City and in the 
remainder of the State is about as rotten 
as ever existed anywhere. When he 
searches his soul I believe the Senator 
from Missouri will perhaps agree that 
the dirty treatment which he received 
at the hands of the Democratic author
ities in Missouri in 1940, after he had 
received a majority of the votes cast, on 
the face of the returns, was perhaps an 
important influence in his election last 
year to the United States Senate. 

Mr. President, to me it is important 
that we keep the record straight. If 
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a meeting had been held of the Com
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
I believe I should have voted -favorably 
upon the confirmation of Mr. Hanne
gan. If the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. McKELLAR] should agree to let the 
nomination lie over until tomorrow, and 
call a meeting of the committee tomor
row morning, I think I would vote tore
port favorably the nomination of Mr. 
Hannegan notwithstanding his connec
tion with the incidents to which refer
ence has been made by the senior Sen
ator from Missouri, and which were 
purely political in nature. After all, I 
have been in politics somewhat myself. 

I agree with the Senator from Ten
nessee and the Senator from New Mex
ico that, to a large extent, the President 
of the United States should be permitted 
to select members of his Cabinet unless 
the person whom he wishes to select is 
clearly unfit. I do not believe that Mr. 
Hannegan falls within that classifica
tion. 

Mr. President, I think it would be 
wholesome for the Senate if we were to 
follow a procedure different from what 
has been followed in the past. I think 
the Senator from Missouri has some right. 
to complain, although he did sleep upon 
his rights. · I know the Senator from 
Tennessee has served on the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads ever since 
I became a Member of the Senate. I 
know how careful he is with the preroga
tives of Senators. If at any time a sug
gestion had been made to the chairman 
of the committee that a hearing was de
sired, I am sure he would have called a 
meeting of the committee for that pur
pose. If the senior Senator from Mis
souri bad suggested it to me, I, as the 
ranking member of the committee, would 
have been very happy to have asked that 
a meeting be held. But no suggestion of 
that nature was made. 

I think Mr. Hannegan is now in a 
doubtful light. . I think the best thing 
for him, and certainly the best thing for 
the Senate, is to stop where we are, and 
send the nomination back to the com
mittee for further consideration. If that 
is done, and the chairman 'will call a 
meeting of the committee in the morn
ing--

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. REED] or the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. DoNNELL] 
had come to me last week and asked for 
a committee hearing, I assure them that 
a meeting of the committee would have 
been called. But inasmuch as no state
m.ent or request concerning the matter 
was made, and inasmuch as an attack 
has now been made on a practice which 
has been followed by the committee for 
at least 35 years, I do not feel like going 
any further. I assert to my friend that 
I have not done anything dishonorable in 
this matter, and I shall not be placed in 
the position of trying to put over some 
sharp practice. I think that the Senator 
from Missouri owed the obligation to me, 
as well as to the Senator from Kansas 
of making the proper request to one or 
the other of us instead of coming to the 
floor of the Senate, as he has done, with 
a statement attacking the method which 
was followed by the committee and which 
has: been in vog!le for at least 35 years. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I hope the 
Senator from Tennessee does not con
sider anything that I have said as being 
a reflection upon him. 

· Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no. 
Mi·. McMAHON. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. McMAHON. I ask the Senator 

from Tennessee if the only purpose of 
holding a committee meeting would not 
be to hear evidence as to the fitness or 
unfitness of the nominee, Robert Hanne
gan, to hold . the office for which he has 
been nominated? 

Mr. McKELLAR. That would be the 
purpose. 

Mr. McMAHON. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. DoNNELL] has had a Com
mittee of the Whole of the Senate for 
2 hours today. 

Mr. McKELLAR. He has. 
Mr. McMAHON. I have listened very 

carefully. I have not heard one single 
word in what we might term the Com
mittee of the Whole which would reflect 
upon the integrity or fitness of the 
nominee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator is cor
rect. I have heard that there was con
siderable politics in Missouri from time 
to time, and that sometimes Mr. Hanne
gan won and sometimes he did not. 

Mr. McMAHON. So, if the suggestion· 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. REED] 
were to be adopted, and the nomination 
recommitted to the committee, the Sen
ator from Missouri would consume a 
couple of hours to present to the com
mittee the same speech and the same 
facts which he presented to the Senate 
today. From the speech we have already 
listened to we have not learned anything 
with respect to the qualifications of Mr. 
Hannegan, who has been nominated by 
the President to be Postmaster General 
of the United States, that reflect on Mr. 
Hannegan's fitness for the office. There
fore we would do a useless thing if we 
were to heed the suggestion of the Sen
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. President, I have 
been very much interested in the dis
cussion today. If the Senate will bear 
with me for a few minutes I shall under
take to present some of the facts which I 

- know exist with regard to conditions in 
the State of Missouri. 

A short time ago I was attendmg a 
national convention. It was not a po
litical convention, but a convention of 
delegates, and considerable dissension 
was existing among the delegates from 
Missouri. One of the high ranking 
members of the convention came to me 
and said, "Can you not get these fellows 
from Missouri together?" I replied, 
"Get them together; hell, I cannot keep 
them apart." [Laughter.] That is an 
example of the trouble we have been 
having in Missouri politics. We have 
not been able to get together, and we 
have had trouble in keeping apart. 

Mr. President, the very distinguished 
senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. DoN
NELL] made six points as a basis upon 
which we should not confirm the nomi
nation of a distinguished son of Missouri. 

With reference to the first five points I 
would not deign to raise my voicz, as I 
am the youngest of the younger Mem
bers present. I do not know what the 
procedure of the Senate has been in the 
past, and I do not know what it now 
should be. But with reference to the 
sixth point which was raised by the 
senior Senator from Missouri, namely, 
that of Bob Hannegan's political life in 
the State of Missouri, I do feel that I 
can testify. 

I was the president pro tempore of the 
Missouri State Senate when the so-called 
contest was filed. I believe I know as 
much about that contest as does any 
man in the State Qf Missouri, the dis
tinguished senior Senator from that 
State not excepted. I know that Bob 
Hannegan was not a member of the State 
committee at the time to which reference 
has been made. He had nothing to do 

. with filing the contest. Bob Hannegan 
was a Democrat. Bob Hannegan sup
ported what the Democratic majority of 
the senate and house said should be 
done. I believe there is no Member pres
ent on this side or on the other side of 
the aisle who would not support his party 
after it had tal{en a stand upon a partic
ular question. 

The senior Senator from Missouri pro
ceeds to tell the whole story, and, as 
several of my colleagues have said, not 
one word has been given to Senators to 
convince them or to indicate that Mr. 
Hannegan in any way is not efficient, 
that he is not honest, that he is not ca
pable, that he would not mal{e a good 
Postmaster General. In fact, the record 
shows that each of these qualifications 
exists in Mr. Hannegan's personality. 

Mr. Hannegan made the most out
standing success as collector of internal 
revenue in the St. Louis district that has 
ever been made, and if the senior Sena
tor from Missouri had taken the time to 
read the self -same newspapers from 
which he has been quoting today, he 
would have read editorials in which it 
was said that Bob Hannegan's record 
as a public servant was above reproach, 
and that he had made good. Even the 
Globe-Democrat, which the senior Sen
ator from Missouri admits is a Republi
can newspaper, urged confirmation. I 
would not go so far as to agree with him 
as to some of his statements about some 
of the other newspapers; there have been 
times in which they have leaned toward 
the Democratic Party, but that has been 
rare, but only last Sunday, yesterday, I 
was in the city of St. Louis, and I read 
in the Globe-Democrat an editorial in 
which it was said that the Senate should 
confirm the nomination of Bob Hanne
gan. So if we are to bring the record in, 
let us bring it down to date. 

I read a little story a few days ago 
with which I shall conclude my brief 
remarks. It is said that a father was 
,trying to get rid of his son and some 
of his questions, and he tore up a news .. 
paper in which there was a map of the 
world and said, "Son, go out and put that 
together, and when you have it put to
gether come back and talk to me." In 
about 2 minutes the boy came back with 
the paper put together. The father said, 
"Son, how in the world have you solved 



4250 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MAY 7 

that problem so quickly?" . The .son 
answered, "Father, there was a man on 
the other side of the paper, and when the 
man was put together, I found out that 
the world came out all right." 

Mr. President, in this case we are con
sidering a ma~n, and we should not con
sider any trivial or side issues. Bob 
Hannegan deserves confirmation by the 
Senate. He has been confirmed twice 
before unanimously, and it is my opinion 
that he not only deserves confirmation. 
but that he deserves it today. I hope 
the Senate will not vote to recommit the 
nomination, and turn the mosquitoes of 
politics loose on him only to harass him, 
not to do any good. I hope the Senate 
will stand firm. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I shall 
detain the Senate for only a few minutes 
in discussing the issue before us, and to 
make two matters as clear as possible. 
First, I shall discuss a matter of pro
cedure, in regard to confirmation of 
members of the President's.Cabinet, and, 
second, I desire to refer very briefiy to 
some of the principles and tests which I 
think should be applied in confirming 
members of the President's Cabinet. 

I have listened to the distinguished 
senior Senator from Tennessee, for whom 
I have the highest respect, and let me 
say, he has been very kind to me by way 
of giving me, from time to time since I 
have been a Member of the Senate, some 
very valuable "Dutch uncle" advice. I 
judge from his remarks that there has 
grown up in the Senate over a 35-year 
period, not a rule, although when first 
discussed by him today he talked of it in 
terms of being a rule, but as the discus
sion continued we have learned that it is 
a practice, not a rule, a precedential 
practice. 

As the senior Senator from Missouri 
pointed out, we cannot find it, as a rule, 
in the book of Senate rules which has 
been handed us as freshmen. I have 
made very serious study of those rules, 
to acquaint myself with them, so that I 
could be of maximum service to my con
stituents and to my coll-eagues in the 
Senate. But there is not such a rule, and 
now we are told it is a practice. 

I think we need to analyze that prac
tice. I am glad the distinguished senior 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoL
LETTE], chairman of the s.pecial Com
mittee to Study the Need for Revision of 
the Senate Rules and Practices, is pres
ent, because I wish to say that, in my 
humble judgment, there is very strong 
feeling throughout the country that some 
of the moss-covered rules of the Senate 
need to be brought out for public airing 
and revision. I certainly know of no 
procedure with which I have had per .. 
sonal experience that is more deserving 
of revision-yes, abolition, by the Sen
ate-than this one. Let us see how this 
so-called 29-year-old practice works in 
practice. 

SUps of paper are passed to us in the 
Chamber by the clerk of the committee. 
Frequently we do not know when he 
comes to us that he is a clerk. He whis
pers some instructions while the debate 
is proceeding, and asks if we have any ob
jection to a nomination or a list of nom
inations set forth on the slips. If a Sen
ator has one ear listening to the speaker 

and the other listening to the clerk, he 
may with a nod of his head give the clerk 
the impression that he favors a nomina
tion which he has not had time duly to 
consider. So I say that that particular 
pra':!tice is a bad one, because these mat
ters of appointment should at least re
ceive the solemnity of due consideration 
by members of a committee when the 
clerk is in his office, not 01;1 the floor of 
the Senate, while debate is proceeding. 
Taking a poll of committee members 
while they are on the fioor of the Senate 
listening to Senate debate is not a proper 
way to conduct committee business. 

Not only that, Mr. President, but it 
appears that under this practice when 
the clerk gets reports from a majority of 
the committee by Senators either giving 
him a nod of the head or telling him that 
they favor the nomination, or that they 
will not object to the nomination, the 
clerk goes to the chairman of the com
mittee, and the next thing we hear as a 
result of that sort of polling is a state
ment from the chairman of the commit
tee, such as that set forth on page 4121 
Of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, May 3d, 
a statement by the distinguished Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR], the 
chairman of the committee: 

Mr. President, as in executive session, from 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, I report favorably the nomination of 
Robert E. Hannegan to be Postmaster Gen
eral, and I ask unnanimous consent for its 
immediate . consideration. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MORSE. I shall yield in a 
moment. As a member of the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads I was not 
even extended the courtesy of a poll by 
the clerk of the committee, let alone any 
statement from the chairman of the com
mittee in regard to the appointment. 

I now yield to the Senator from Ten
nessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In the first place, I 
wish to read rule XXXVIII, on page 43 
of the Rules of the Senate: 

When nominations shall be made by the 
President of the United States to the Senate, 
they shall, unless otherwise ordered-

This is what happens to the nomina ... 
tions unless otherwise ordered; the Sen
ate can take them from the desk and act 
on them. 

They shall, unless otherwise ordered, be 
referred to appropriate committees and the 
final question on every nomination shall be, 
"Will the Senate advise and consent to this 
nomination?" which question shall not be 
put on the same day on which the nomina
tion is received, nor on the day on which it 
may be reported by a committee, unless by 
unanimous consent. 

So that I say to the Senator that in 
this very rule the Senate itself states how 
the matter shall be handled. The com
mittee can make its report in writing, it 
can have a meeting and report it from a 
meeting. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

·Mr. McKELLAR. I have not the fioor. 
Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I wish to 

say that, after listening to the reading 
of the rule, I find not one word in it 
which justifies the interpretation the 
distinguished Senator from Tennessee 

has made. There is not one word which 
would justify an interpretation that the 
chairman of the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads has the authority, 
under the rule, to notify the Senate of 
the United States that the committee 
reports a nomination when at least one 
member of the committee was not even 
consulted in regard to it. If that is the 
sort of rule or practice the Senate is 
working . under, I think it is high time 
the people of the United States under-_ 
stand how the Senate proceeds to carry 
on its important business, such as that 
involving the nomination and confirma
tion of a Postmaster General of the 
United States. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MORSE. I yield. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I wish to observe that 

what was read from the rule vests no 
authority in any committee whatever 
to make the "otherwise" arrangement. 
That rule requires action by the Senate 
in order to make an arrangement other
wise. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MORSE. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I find that in 1934 

the following resolution was adopted by 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads: 

Resolved by the Senate Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, That, until further 
notice, all post office nominations shall be 
submitted by the Clerk of the committee to 
the two Senators of the State in which the 
post offices are situated respectively. If the 
two Senators recommend or okay such nom
inations, or, if, after submission to them, they 
do not object to such confirmation, the chair
man of the committee is authorized and di .. 
rected to report such nomination favorably 
to the Senate. 

That, Mr. President, has been the rule 
for 11 years. A majority of the commit
tee acted exactly in accord with that rule. 
The majority of the committee approved 
the nomination. 

The Senator from Oregon said the 
nomination was not submitted to him. 
I want to tell the Senator. why it was 
not submitted to him. My clerk said he 
hunted everywhere for the Senator and 
could not find him. The Senator was not 
on the fioor of the Senate during that 
time. I do not know where he was. But 
he was not on the fioor of the Senate. 
That is why it was not submitted to him. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I want 
to reply immediately to that statement. 
I wish to say that if the clerk made that 
statement to the distinguished Senator 
from Tennessee he did not help. the cause 
of truth by the statement. I think the 
Senator from Tennesse is well aware ot 
the fact that I was in the Chamber while 
the Senator was here on the very day in 
question. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator wa! 
here, but he was not here at that t ime. 

Mr. MORSE. The Senator from Ten
nessee is likewise mistaken about that. 
I held a conference with the distin
guished ~nority leader and the distin
guished Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
DoNNELL] n the floor of this Senate in 
regard to this matter after I heard tha 
statement of the Senator from Tennes-
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see that he was reporting the nomina
tion to the Senate. I sat in my chair 
when the distinguished Senator from 
Tennessee made his statement, as I 
have quoted it from the . CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. I immediately proceeded to dis
cuss on this side of the aisle with some 
of the older ·senators what course of 
action should be followed in regard to 
the report of the Senator from Ten
nessee. I was advised, and followed the 
advice, that what we should do was to 
proceed to asl{ the minority leader to 
request that the nomination go over un
til the next day. That was done by the 
minority leader [Mr. WHITEJ. 

All I want to say to the distinguished 
Senator from Tennessee is that as a 
member of the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads I think that each mem
ber of the committee is entitled to be 
contacted by the chairman before he 
comes into the Senate and submits a 
report in behalf of the committee in
volving the nomination of a Postmaster 
General. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
-the Senator yield? 

Mr. MORSE. I will not yield until I 
finish this part of my statement. I want 
to say to the distinguished Senator from 
Tennessee that I have heard his dis
cussion in regard to the conduct of the 
chairman of a Senate committee. I 
have never been a chairman of a Senate 
committee, but I have been the chairman 
of many committees, and I never would 
think of making a report to the parent 
body of a committee of which I was chair
man until I knew that the report repre
sented the point of view, or set out the 
view, of each member of the committee. 
I think that· each member of the com
mittee was certainly entitled 'to have his 
view ascertained by the chairman of the 
committee before the chairman made 
any report in behalf of the committee. 

Let us assume a case; it does not hap
pen to be this case, but to illustrate and 
discuss the principle of procedure in
volved I think the hypothetical is .a good 
one. Let us assume that I had reason for 
objecting to Mr. Hannegan's nomination 
on the basis of one of the tests I shall 
mention later. I think the procedure 
that is followed by the polling method, 
and by completely overlooking one mem• 
ber of the committee-and I do not know 
whether there were others, for I have not 
inquired-

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will 
yield I will tell him what the facts are. 

Mr. MORSE. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. The clerk of the 

committee found all the members who 
were in Washington with the exception 
of two. One or two of the members of 
the committee were in Europe. One or 
two of them were on the Pacific Coast. 
There were only two members of the 
committee in Washington whom the 
clerk t,·as unable to find. One was my 
distinguished friend the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BucK] and the other was 
the Senator from Oregon who now has 
the floor. 

The majority of the committee has 
acted. Eleven out of 19 have acted. I 
will give the names of Senators who· were 
not in Washington. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. 
MEAD] was ill, and of course he could 
come back and, like the Senator from 
Oregon, say that he did not have any 
notice. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Scr..uGHAM] was out of the city. He was 
ill. 

The Se.nator from Mississippi [Mr. 
EASTLAND] was out of t:he city. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
BucK] was not on the floor. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MORSE] 
was not on the floor at the time the com
mittee was polled. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SALTONSTALL] was in Europe. 

A majority of the committee has acted 
on the non1ination. Does the Senator 
from Oregon contend that because he 
was not in the Chamber when the clerk 
polled the committee the whole pro
cedure should be set a&ide in order to 
publish again a political campai;n of 5 
years ago? Is that the contention of 
the Senator? If it is, I want to say that 
I am opposed to changing the rule about 
polling of committees. I thinl{ it is a 
very excellent rule and was applied in a 
very excellent way to this particular case. 

If the 'Senator from Oregon had come 
to me and asked me for a hearing, I 
have no doubt he would have gotten it, 
but he did not ask me for it, nor did the 
Senator from Missouri, nor did any other 
Senator who is now opposing the con
firmation of the nomination. 

Mr. MORSE. If the Senator from 
Tennessee will let me finish he will find 
out what my contention is, a~d it is not 
the contention which apparently the 
Senator would put in my mouth. How
ever, he is in error whenever he says I 
was not on the floor when the poll was 
taken. However, if I had been absent, 
which I was not as the RECORD will show, 
he owed me the consideration of taking 
the matter up with me before he made 
his report to the Senate. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. MORSE. I yield. 
Mr. H!CKENLOOPER. May I ask the 

distinguished Senator from Tennessee a. 
question? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes, if the Senator 
from Oregon will permit it. 

Mr. MORSE. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. HICKENLOOPER. As a member 

of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads I signed the document that 
was circulated among Senators because 
I approve the appointment of Mr. 
Hannegan, and I still approve it. I 
shall, however, on the basis of principle, 
support the motion of the Senator from 
Missouri. I think perhaps if the motion 
should prevail it would not change my 
opinion as to Mr. Hannegan's qualifica
tions to hold this office . But the . ques
tion I should like to ask the Senator from 
Tennessee is: What opportunity did the 
members of the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads who were absent 
or who were not contacted have to file 
minority views as should be their 
privilege? · 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think very active 
minority views are being filed, or being 
put before the Senate now, and Senators 
have every opportunity, if they have a 

majority of the S8nate with them, to 
defeat the nomination. But when there 
are no charges made of fraud or wrong
doing or improper conduct on the p8,rt 
of Mr. Hannegan, I do not think the 
Senate would do itself any great credit 
by going into this ancient po1itical 
history. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. MORSE. I yield further to the 
Se~dor from Iowa. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. I should like 
to say that while I am of the opinion that 
Mr. Hannegan's nomination should be 
confirmed, I still believe that in orderly 
procedure, every Member of the Senate, 
whether he be a member of a committee 
or of the Senate in a so-called Committee 
of the Whole, should have every right to 
present his objections or to advance his 
approval. It is on that theory that I 
tl1Jnk Mr. Hannegan will not be hurt by 
a formal hearing of this matter before 
the committee, if it is necessary. I agree 
with the Senator from Oregon that this 
nomination should be recommitted to the 
committee, in the interest of common 
parliamentary fairness and in the public 
interest, for a full examination, which 
Mr. Hannegan can no doubt meet with 
flying colors if there is nothing wrong 
with him; and if there is something 
wrong with him that should disqualify 
h im, it is time that the committee, the 
Senate, and the public knew about it. 

I repeat that I have no reason to 
change my mind about Mr. Hannegan. 
I believe that he is an able man, and I 
shall support him, unless something un
usual develops in connection with the 
consideration of his nomination. I shall, 
however, support the recommittal of the 

_ nomination to the committee, for such 
opportunity as any Member may wish to 
present his objections or his approval. 

Mr. MORSE. 1\-lr. President, I thank 
the Senator for his remarks. 

To proceed with the hypothetical sit-· 
uation which I was discussing I wish to 
point out that under the practice which 
we have seen illustrated in this case, 
when a member of a committee is not 
polled, assuming that he has objections 
to the nominee concerned, he finds him-: 
self in the position of having the chair
man of the committee announce on the 
:floor of the Senate a report from the 
committee based upon a poll about which 
the Senator concerned has never been 
informed. Such a practice puts a Sen
ator who may want a committee discus
sion of a nomination in a very embar-· 
rassing position, in that he must either 
then and there raise objection, which 
may be misinterpreted, or he must go to 
'the chairman of the committee and say, 
in effect, "Mr. Chairman, you did not 
t alk to me about it; but now I should like 
to have you join with me in an effort to 
have the nomination referred to the 
committee." 

Any euch procedure as that is very un-· 
sound parliamentary practice. No 
Member of the Senate should be put in 
such a position in relation to the chair
man of any committee. On the other 
hand, I believe that members of commit
tees are entitled, from the chairman of 
the committee, to be fully advised in 
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regard to the business of the commit
tee, and in regard to reports which the 
chairman of a committee intends to 
make to the Senate on behalf of the 
committee. That was not done in this 
case. The practice which was followed 
in this case should be discontinued by 
all committees. 

My criticism is not a personal criticism 
of the Senator from Tennessee, but of 
what is, in my judgment, a very bad 
practice. 

Mr . McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MORSE. I should like to finish my 
thought. 

I wish to make it perfectly clear that 
what I am saying is not a personal criti
cism of the Senator from Tennessee. I 
would make the same criticism of the 
chairman of any committee on which I 
might be' serving if I found him follow
ing a 35-year-old practice of the Senate 
which, in my judgment, does such great 
injury ·to the rights of individual Mem
bers of the Senate, and puts us in a posi•, 
tion where we must go to the chairman 
who follows the practice which was fol
lowed in this case and say, "Mr. Chair
man, I sho.uld like to have this nomina
tion recommitted to the committee." 

I now yield to the Senator from Ten-
nessee. ' 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator heard 
the report made. That was the time for 
him to act. It was made to the Senate. 
It was not made secretly. It was made 
openly. The report was made, and 
unanimous consent was asked for the 
consideration of the nomination. If I 
correctly recall, the Senator did not ob..: 
ject then. He is very able in objecting. 
He has objected 3 or 4 days after he heard 
the report read by the chairman of the 
committee. Unanimous consent was 
asked for the consideration of the nomi
nat!on; and yet the Senator claims that 
he has not been treated fairly. I would 
not treat the Senator unfairly for any
thing in the world. ' 

Mr. MORSE. The minority leader did 
object, which made objection by me at 
that time unnecessary. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MORSE. I yield. 
Mr. KILGORE. I agree with the Sen

ator from Oregon, and would agree to 
support a motion to the effect that the 
Senate abide by its own rules. 

On three different occasions this sub .. 
ject has been brought up in connection 
with specific nominations, but nothing 
has been done with regard to the pre
vailing practice. 

One of the first things I was told as a 
Member of this body was that the rules 
were honored largely by their violation. 
I take issue with the distinguished Sen
ator from Vermont [Mr. AusTIN], whom 
I respect highly. My coattails have been 
very nearly torn off in the corridors 
around this Chamber, in efforts to have 
me signify my approval of nominations 
-of general officers of the United States 
Army by initialing reports, in order that 
the nominations might be reported to 
the Senate without a meeting of the 
committee. A subcommittee of the 
Committee on Military Affairs which was 

formed to inv~estigate certain nomina~ 
tions was discharged a few months ago 
because it took a little time to conduct 
the investigation. 

I would most heartily agree with the 
Senator from Oregon if his motio.n were 
to the effect that the Senate should obey 
its own rules. I have always taken issue 
with attacks on the violation of a rule 
when they occurred in connection with 
the consideration of a particular nomi
n:;~,tion. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I believe 
the point of the Senator from V/est Vir
ginia is well taken. I am more interested 
in following correct procedure than I am 
in having the rule applied to this particu
lar case now that the damage has been 
done to orderly procedure. 

However, I am using this ease-l be
lieve legitimately-to point out what I 
think is a very bad practice in the Senate. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 

Mr. MORSE. I yield. 
Mr. KILGORE. Again we are con

fronted with the proposal to change the 
rules in the middle of the game. We 
have violated the rules so frequently that 
I object to bringing it up in connection 
with one particular case. If we were to 
consider the rule itself, I think we would 
get much further. That is the only point 
I intended to make. I do not like to call 
attention to the violation of the rule in 
the case of a specific individual and 
make him suffer because of a violation 
which has persisted for 35 years. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I am 
counting on the innate. sense of fairness 
of the S2nator from Tennessee, after the 
discussion is over, to suggest, on his own 
initiative, that the nomination be recom
mitted to the c.ommittee for report at a 
later date. 

I now wish to take up the comment of 
the Senator from Tennessee with regard 
to failure on my part to make objection 
when he made his general report on May 
3. Let us go to the RECORD and see what 
happened on May 3. 

·Immediately after the Senator from 
Tennessee made the suggestion that the 
Senate proceed to consider the nomina-

. tion, the minority leader [Mr. WHITE] in 
keeping with the duties of his position 
discussed the matter with the Senator 
from Tennessee, and it was agreed that 
the nomination should be passed over 
until a later date. Several of us had 
made it clear to the Senator from Maine 
that we objected to the procedure which 
had been followed, and that we wished to 
have the matter go over for more de
liberate consideration. 

The Senator from Maine pointed out 
to us that in view of the fact that the 
nomination was to be passed over any
way, nothing further needed to be done 
on that occasion. I think he was quite 
right in that advice. 

I have heard the Senator from Tennes
see use the argumentative technique of 
pointing out that certain Senators did 
not raise an objection at the time. Sure
ly I need not tell him that it is not neces
sary to raise a formal objection at the 
time when objection has already been 
made by other Senators and we have 
been notified that the nomination is to 
be passed over. It has been passed over, 

and we are now proceeding to discuss 
what procedural action should be taken 
for further consideration of the nomina
tion by the committe~. 

I disagree with the statement made by 
the Senator from Kansas to the effect 
that the Senator from Missouri slept on 
-his rights. I do not know what rights he 
slept on. The moment the polling state .. 
ment was handed to him he made objec
tion. He told the clerk that he would not 
sign it, but that he wished to think it 
over. The record is perfectly clear that 
what he did was to proceed to discuss the 
matter with the senior Senator from 
Maine, the minority leader, and with the 
S3nator from Ohio. 

I have not heard the Senator from 
Missouri say that he intends to vote 
against the confirmation of Mr. Han
negan's nomination. If I correctly in 4 

terpret his remarks, they lead to the 
final conclusion that he believes that the 
committee ought to consider the nomi
nation and decide upon what procedure 
should be followed in the face of his 
objections. 

I wish also to point out that on the 
·basis of what has been said up to this 
time, the Senator from Missouri cer
tainly has made a prima facie case to 
this extent, and to this extent only: He 
has raised certain objections based upon 
considerations which I believe lay the 
foundation for an inference that possibly 
Mr. Hannegan's participation in politi
cal manipulations in the State of Mis .. 
souri might raise questions as to his 
qualifications on the ground of charac
ter. I think the Committee on Post Of
fices and Post Roads should consider the 
objections raised by the senior Senator 
from Missouri. 

That leads me to the remarks which 
I wish to make in regard to the tests 
which I have always applied, and always 
will apply, until someone can show that 
I am in error, in connection with the 
matter of nominations to the Cabinet. 
Earlier this afternoon the Senator from 
Tenn~ssee made some reference to my 
having voted for the confirmation of the 
nomination of Mr. Wallace. At that 
time I tried to explain to him that he 
was mistaken as to the basis on which 
I voted for the confirmation of that 
nomination. I shall now try to explain 
in greater detail the tests which I think 
should be applied by the Senate \n con
sidering nominations. 

At the time of the Wallace nomina
tion I made -as thorough a study as I 
·could of the question of rejections of 
Cabinet nominations in the history of 
this country. The record shows that 
there have been seven rejections, out of 
a total of almost 400 nominations. One 
of them occurred in the administration 
of Andrew Jackson; four in President 
Tyler's administration; one in President 
Johnson's administration; and one in 
President Coolidge's administration. 

When we make an analysis of those 
·great Senate discussions we find, in my 
humble judgment, that there are four 
major tests, and then I think another 
one which runs through all four of them. 
The first is the character test. Is the 
man of good character, as that term is 
generally used by all? Second, is he 
one who believes in our form of gov-
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ernment and who seeks through our form 
of government to bring about any par
ticular reform which he advocates? 
Third, is he one who is not disquali
fied because of some professional or per
sonal or financial interest in the job, 
so that he cannot render impartial, hon
est service? The Senate will remember 
that at the time of the Warren con
troversy in 1925, when President Cool
idge had nominated Warren to be At
torney General, the charge was made 
that his connection with certain great 
business interests or organizations in the 
State of Michigan and throughout the 
country rendered it questionable wheth
er he could meet the test of impar
tiality as Attorney General, when it 
came to administering the antitrust 
laws. It is not for me to say whether 
the Senate was right or wrong, although 

. on the basis of a study of the record, I 
am inclined to believe that had I been 
a Member of the Senate at that time I 
would not have voted for confirmation 
of the nomination of'Mr. Warren. I say 
that because, looking at the situation as 
it is now set out in the books, and rec
ords, I have grave doubt whether his 
professional connections met the test J 
have just mentioned. 

Then, of course, there is the fourth 
test of mental soundness. At the time 
of the debate on the nomination of Mr. 
Wallace. when I discussed this particular 
test with some of my Republican col
leagues, one said to me, "What do you 
mean by that, Wayne? Do you mean 
that he just is not nuts?'' I said, "What 
I mean is. that the test of mental sound
ness, as we apply it in the law, should be 
applied to any Cabinet nominee or to 
any nominee proposed by the President 
for any office." 

I applied what I consider to be the 
four major historical tests to the Wal
lace nomination, and in my honest judg
ment he met the tests, and on the basis 
of those tests I voted for the confirma
tion of his nomination. 

On the basis of those tests I will vote 
for the confirmation of Mr. Hannegan, 
unless I can be shown that he does not 
meet those tests. 

There js also a fifth test which I think 
we must take into account, namely, the 
so-called test of competency. It is a 
highly subjective test. It is one which . 
must be watched in its application, lest 
there be a possibility that one may be 
influenced by partisanship. I think it _ 
is sometimes rather easy for us to assume 
that the fellow in the other party is not 
competent, when what we mean is that 
his success has shown his outstanding 
competency, to our party's disadvantage. 
Nevertheless, I think it is true that when 
we function under the adVice and con
sent clauSe of the Constitution, insofar 
as the confirmation of nominations is 
concerned, we should give weight to the 
question of competency, from the stand
point of whether in the particular job 
for which the President has appointed 
an individual he will be able to render 
ser.vice which will be for the public good 
and will protect the interest of our 
citizenry as a whole. I felt that Mr. 
Wallace met that test, and I have yet to 
be shown that Mr. Hannegan dQes not 
meet it. 

However, I think it is only fair that we 
have at least a committee hearing on the 
nomination, to study the nominee's qual
ifications from the standpoint of meet- . 
ing these tests. 

Senators may disagree with me in re
spect to its application as a legal propo
sition, but let me point out that the ad
vice-and-consent clause of the Consti
tution is in the form of language of limi
tation. The appointive authority-is given 
by the Constitution to the President. 
Hence, I agree with the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. HATCH] in essence, I 
think, if I correctly understood the re
marl~s he made a few minutes ago. I 
agree if by those remarks he meant that 
a presumption exists in favor of a Presi
dential nomination. I say that because 
we do not have joint appointive author
ity with the Presidertt. The framers of 
the Constitution did not use such lan
guage. 

What the framers of the Constitution 
did say, in speaking of the Presidential 
appointive power, was-

He shall have power, by and with the ad
vice and consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators 
pressnt concur; and he shall nominate, and 
by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint ambassadors, other 
public ministers and consuls, Judges of the 
Supreme Court, and all other officers of the 
United States. 

In my judgment the advice-and-con
sent language of the Constitution is lan
guage of limitation. It means that the 
presumption should be resolved in favor 
of the President, unless we find that the 
particular nominee falls short in respect 
to one of the tests I have enumerated. 
There is nothing among those tests, and 
I find nothing in the debates on the great 
historic cases, which would justify the 
malting of any finding on the basis of 
partisanship. By that I mean that I do 
not think we have a right to sit here 
and do eitlier one of two things: First, 
object to the nomination of a Cabinet of
ficer because we do not like his politics 
or because he is of a political party differ
ent from ours. I think we should act non
partisanly, from that standpoint. Nei
ther do I think we are justified in apply
ing the test "Would we appoint him if we 
were in the appointing position?" That 
right was not given to us by the, advice
and-consent clause of the Constitution. 
The framers of the Constitution did not 
say, "The President and a majority of 
the Senate shall appoint Cabinet offi. 
cers." 

Neither do I think a Cabinet nomina
tion should be made use of in the Senate 
for carrying on political warfare against 
the President, regardless of the party to 
which he may belong. I do not intend, 
in connection with the consideration of 
any Cabinet appointment, to seek to 
make political capital out of it. I do not 
think a single thing said today by the 
distinguished senior Senator from Mis· 
souri [Mr. DoNNELL] would justify any 
such interpretation of his remarks. 
However, such interpretations already 
have been made on the floor of the Sen
ate. 

When another Member of the Senate 
raises a question such as the one which 
has been raised in this case, namely. 

whether the particular nominee is quali
fied from the standpoint of the tests I 
have enumerated, I think I have a duty, 
a.s a Member of the Senate, to say to the 
committee concerned with the nomina
tion, "You should hold a bearing on it.'' 

If I knew Mr. Hannegan-and I do 
not-and if I were a close friend of his, 
as his friend I would say that I thinl;: it 
is in his interest, and certainly in the in
terest of the great office in which he is 
about to serve, to have any investigation 
that is requested by a member of the 
committee or by a Member of the Senate. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Seaator yield? 

Mr. MOREE. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. -The Senator from Oregon 

made an interesting legal argument on 
the subject of the requisite qualifications 
of a person seeking appointment to a 
Cabinet position. I have enjoyed listen
ing t~ him. I am wondering whether 
there is anything in his opinion, as ex
pressed in the record up to the present 
moment, which would prevent Mr. Han
negan from qualifying under the tests 
which the Senator laid down. 

Mr. MORSE: I believe that if the rec
ord in its present form is all the evidence 
we are to have before us when we vote on 
the nomination, and if the Senate does 
not see fit to allow the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads to interro
gate the senior Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. DoNNELL] in regard to the implica
tions contained in some of the material 
which he spread upon the RECORD today, 
I shall be forced to conclude that a prima. 
facle showing has been made which jus
tifies me in insisting that Mr. Hannegan 
be investigated . on two grounds. The 
first ground would be that of character; 
the second, whether or not he has sucll 
professional or personal interest in the 
office of Democratic National chairman 
as to prevent him from administering 
impartially the duties of Postmaster 
General. 

I make that statement on the basis of 
what I have heard today. Charge after 
charge was made, and material was pre .. 
sented to the effect that Mr. Hannegan 
had conducted himself in what I should 

·conclude to be a corrupt manner in 
regard to the Missouri political disputes 
to which the senior s~mator from Mis
souri has referred. 

Furthermore, I say that the state
ments made by the Senator from Mis
souri, if accepted, on the basis of his 
experience as a qualified witness in the 
case, give me some concern as to whether 
Mr. Hannegan would use his office of 
Postmaster General for political pur
poses. However, I do not ignore the 
strength of the presumption in favor of 
the President in this instance, and hence 
I would prefer to have the matter go to 
the committee for further study. · 

I am inclined to believe that if and 
when rebuttal material is presented to 
the committee, perhaps Mr. Hannegan's 
friends will be ·in position to make a clean 
showing for him. 

Unless I misunderstand the senior 
s~nator from Missouri, he did not, con
trary to what has been stated by the 
Senator from Connecticut [~.1r. Mc
MAHON], pre.£ent before the s~mate as in 
Committ;ee of the Whole the evidence 
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which he thinks should be brought be. 
fore the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. He raised only a questio~ 
in support of his request that the com. 
mittee investigate and ascertain whether 
or not the evidence to which he has re· 
ferred can be supported. In my judg· 
ment, we have not listened this after· 
noon, contrary to what the S:mator from 
Connecticut has said, to a presentation 
on the basis of which Mr. Hannegan 
should be disqualified or rejected by the 
Senate. The senior Senator from Mis
souri directed his remarks only to the 
motion made by him that the Commit· 
tee on Post Offices ·and Post ·Roads hold 
a hearing to consider charges which then 
could be brought against Mr. Hanne· 
gan's qualifications. From a procedural 
standpoint, I think it not only fair to all 
of th3 Members of the Senate, particu. 
larly to the members of the Post Offices 
and Post Roads Committee, to Mr. Han
negan, and to President Truman th~t 
this nomination be sent back to com· 
mittee. 

Mr. LUCAS. I ask the senior Senator 
from Missouri, What are the charges as 
they relate to what the Senator from 
Oregon is now addressing himself, 
namely, corruption in the political situ· 
ation in Missouri? I should like to have 
the Senator from Missouri tell me, if he 
can, what he expects to prove in respect 
to political corruption as it may relate 
to Bob Hannegan of Missouri. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Oregon will yield to me, I 
·may say that in answering the question 
it would be necessary again to bring the 
entire situation before the.committee as I 
discussed it for 2 hours this afternoon. 
The statement made by the distinguished 
Senator from Oregon is correct, namely, 
that the position I take is that the mat· 
ters to which I have referred should be 
heard by the committee. I am not un
dertaking to pass on what the decision of 
the committee or of the Senate should 
be. I have stated charges which have 

, been made repeatedly day after day in 
the press of the State of Missouri with 
respect to the election of Mr. Hannegan, 
with respect to the incident of his going 
to Governor Park and asl~ing that he 
not dismiss the election board, and with 
reference to other matters which I have 
mentioned. All of them, to my mind, 
raise a question which should be con
sidered by the committee. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, I am of 
the opinion that this is not a matter upon 
which the committee should be put in the 
position of having made a Teport merely 
because there had been a poll taken of 
a majority of the members of the corn· 
mittee~perhaps all· with the exception 
of the Senator who is seated on my right, 
the distinguished Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MonsEJ. To my mind the commit· 
tee itself should make a repott. 

During the course of my remarks I 
pointed out several additional reasons 
why the committee shoultl hear this en· 
tir.e matter. I also raised the potnt, if 
the Senator will recall, that the impor· 
tance of filling this Cabinet office is such 
that the committee should consider the 
qualifications of the individual who has 
been appointed to the office. The fact 
that the Postmaster General is generally 

regarded as one who exerts considerable 
influence in the entire field of patronage, 
and the fact that Mr.-Hannegan has indi· 
cated his intention of retaining the post 
of Chairman of the Democratic National 
Committee-while at the same time oc· 
cupying the office of Postmaster General, 
whereas Postmaster General Walker 
found in his experience that the duties of 
the office should occupy the full attention 
and energy of the Postmaster General, 
are all facts which I think the committee 
should take into consideration. I think 
it is the duty of the committee, and the 
right of the Senate to insist that the 
committee look into these questions ana 
ascertain whether or not, on the basis of 
the material presented, the nomination 
should be reported favorably to the 
Senate. 

Mr. LUCAS. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. MORSE. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. I should like to ask the 

Senator from :Missouri to answer a ques
tion. I .do not care to have him make 
another 2-hour speech on the matters 
concerning which he has already ad
dressed the Senate; but I should like to 
know whether, if the nomination is re
committed to the committee, the Sena
tor from Missouri will produce any more 
testimony tomorrow than he has pre
sented today? 

Mr. DONNELL. I stated earlier today 
that in my opinion Mr. Hannegan should 
be called before the committee. The 
committee should hear whatever state· 
ment he wishes to make. The commit· 
tee should be permitted to cross-examine 
him. In view of tne fact that Mr. Hanne
gan's statements, as reported in the 
press, do not coincide with, for example, 
Attorney General McKittrick, the com
mittee should call other witnesses so that 
it can undertake to consider the ques
tion, not solely on the basis of the ex 
parte statement of Mr. Hannegan but 
also the statements of witnesses which 
should be presented. If the nomination 
is recommitted to the committee I shall 
undertake to designate the names of sev· 
eral gentlemen whom I shall ask the 
committee to summon to Washington for 
the purpose of being interrogated by the 
committee. At the proper time I shall be 
glad to give to the committee the names 
of the gentlemen whom I have in mind. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, as I un
derstand the situation, what the Senator 
from Missouri wants to do is to have the 
Senate go over the entire contest be
tween himself and others who have been 
associated with politics in the State of 
Missouri, and consider the situation in 
connection with his election to the high 
office of Governor. It seems to me that 
unless the Senator from Missouri him
self can present certain proof-and he 
has not done so up to the present time
with reference to charges of corruption 
or fraud of some kind in connection with 
the election, proof which goes directly to 
Hannegan, and unless the Senator him
self can present proof, not implication or 
inference, which goes directly to the 
nomination of Hannegan for an impor· 
tant Cabinet position, the nomination 
should not be recommitted to the com
mittee. If the Senator cannot furnish 
any more evidence than he has furnished 
this afternoon, and unless . the Senate 

wishes to go into the field of inference 
and innuendo, in my humble opinion, Mr. 
Hannegan meets every required test 
which the Senator from Oregon has laid 
down. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Oregon yield? 

Mr. MORSE. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. I undertake to say 

that the newspapers published in the city 
of St. Louis, to which I have referred, 
presumably . employ honorable men to 
report in the columns of those papers. 
Mr. Curtis A. Betts, of the city of St. 
Louis, who has been with the Post-Dis· 
patch many years, has made statement 
after statement in the newspapers, and 
one man I would have before the com· 
mittee would be Mr. Curtis A. Betts, of 
St. Louis, of the St. Louis Post-Dispatch. 

In my opinion, the matter of the se· 
lection of a Cabinet officer by the Presi=
dent is subject to the advice and consent 
of the Senate. In my judgment, the Sen· 
ate should know the facts, should inves· 
tigate, should have the opportun1ty for 
full and complete hearing, particularly 
in view of the fact that these various 
statements by presumably reputable 
newspapers have come out day after day 
and day after day, as well as statements 
of other well-known persons I have men· 
tioned, like the chancellor of Washing. 
ton University, and others. We are en .. 
titled to have witnesses before the com· 
mittee who may assist it in arriving at a 
conclusion for itself as to the qualifica .. 
tio~s of th~ nominee. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Oregon yield further? 

Mr. MORSE. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. I ask the distinguished 

Senator from Missouri why he did not 
objact to Hannegan in 1942 and 1943, 
when the Senator was Governor of · his 
State -and when Mr. Hannegan was ap .. 
pointed Commissioner of Internal Reve· 
nue, an office involving people and par .. · 
ties and votes in his own State? 

Mr. DONNELL. I will answer the Sen· 
ator from Illinois by stating, first, that 
I was not a Member of the United States 
Senate. . 

Mr. LUCAS. No; but the Senator knew 
the facts. · 

Mr. DONNELL. There were thousands 
of people in the State of Missouri who 
knew the facts, probably knew them even 
more intimately, in many instances, than 
I did personally, who can testify before 
the Senate committee. There was no 
hearing, as a matter of fact, before the 
Senate committee, so far as I have dis· 
covered from the record. 

Furthermore, it was not my business to 
come here and volunteer something in 
regard to that matter. Had the Senate 
wanted my opinion, I would have been 
glad to give all the facts which I had 
within my possession. I would have been 
glad to submit the names of any and all 
persons in Missouri who I thought could 
enlighten the Senate. 

I do not deem it a failure on my part 
because, as Governor of the State, I did 
not intervene in the business of the Sen
ate of the United States. I do not re· 
gard that as any reflection upon my of
ficial .or personal conduct. Does that 
answer the Senator's question?. 
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Mr. LUCAS. It answers the question to 
the satisfaction of the Senator from Mis
souri, of course, but the Senator was the 
great Governor of a great State, having 
the interests of the public at heart all 
the time. He knew all about Bob Han
negan at that particular hour, and he 
knew he was being appointed as collector 
of internal revenue for the district of St. 
Louis, in his own State, in the largest 
city of his State. The matter to which 
he has referred was fresh in his mind at 
that particular time, and yet as Governor 
of this great State he sat by silently and 

. never uttered a protest against Hanne
gan; but he now comes before the Sen
ate and wants a long-winded investiga
tion. from now until next July, for that 
is what it means, involving someone, 

, some place along the line, who does not 
like Hannegan. That is all I can see 
in it. 

If the Senator is interested now in 
investigating Hannegan as to his quali
fications for the Cabinet position of 
Postmaster General, he should have been 
interested at that particular time, and he 
should have been interested when there 
was sent to the Senate the nomination of 
Mr. Hannegan to be chief internal rev
enue officer of the United States, a posi
tion which carries greater responsibility, 
from the standpoint of integrity. and 
honesty and decency than almost any 
other position I know of in America. I 
cannot understand why the Senator be
comes so excited at this late hour, some 
4 or 5 years after all this happened. I 
think I know, though. 

Mr. DONNELL. I think I know, too. 
It is because I am a Member of the Senate 
of the United States, and of the Com
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
As a Senator of this great country I am 
entitled to know the facts, and as a 
·member of that committee I am entitled 
to have the committee pass on the facts. 
It was not my duty as- the Governor of 
the State of Missouri, as the Senator well 
knows, to neglect my duties in Missouri 
and come to Washington and intervene 
in matters here, when we had two United 
States Senators, Senator Clark and Sen
ator Truman, who were well qualified 
and able to present matters which they 
thought proper to present. There was 
no duty resting on me as Governor, but 
there is a duty on me as a Senator, and I 
have performed it to the best of my 
ability, to disclose the facts so far as 
they are disclosed to me. 

Mr. President, I .am not .stating that 
I am asking a Member of the Senate to 
vote P.gainst Mr. Hannegan. I am net 
stating that I am going to vote against 
him, but I do state that for the various 
reasons I have indicated, we are entitled 
to have this matter heard by the proper 
committee of the Senate, rather than to 
have a report submitted without the 
committee having heard the facts, with
out the committee investigating all these 
matters. 

If the Senator or I were a member of 
the board of directors of a bank and the 
president appointed a man cashier, and 
charges of this kind were made, we would 
certainly investigate them. I, as a Sen .. 
ator, have a duty upon my shoulders at 
this time which I did not have on mY, 

shoulders when I was Governor of the 
State of Missouri. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I can 
summarize my position rather quickly, 
because I do not care to detain the Sen
ate. I think, however, we should keep 
in mind the import of the motion which 
is before the Senate. - The motion is to 
recommit the nomination to the commit
tee. It does not follow that by sending 
it back to the committee there neces
sarily will be ordered by the committee 
an investigation of Mr. Hannegan, but 
it does mean that when it is recommitted 
to the committee, the committee then 
will have the right and the duty of de
termining what procedure it will follow 
thereafter. 

It may be that after this nomination is 
recommitted to the committee, the com
mittee may decide against any further 
investigation, and report back to the 
Senate recommending confirmation. On 
the other hand, the discussion before the 
committee may disclose certain evidence 
and testimony which would . cause the 
committee to want to investigate further, 
as has been suggE>sted by the Senator 
from Missouri. 

I wish to make very clear, as clear as 
I possibly can, that all I am :urging is 
an objection to the procedure which has 
been followed in this case. I desire to 
add that I think every Cabinet nomina
tion should be referred to a committee 
for full committee discussion and report. 
I think it should be done in defense of the 
President who makes the nomination. 
I think he should be in a position, in case 
·anything should happen subsequent to 
the nomination, or being able to say that 
the nomination was investigated by the 
appropriate Senate committee, and that 
it was approved on the ground that the 
appointee met the tests to which I alluded 
earlier in my remarks. 

The Senato'r from Illinois raises the 
question whether there is anything in 
the record which would support the 
motion. I wish to say, as one who wants 
to believe that Mr. Hannegan can meet 
these tests, that in fairness to him and 
in fairness to President Truman, the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads should have this matter under 
consideration, for the reason that 
despite the fact that Senators on the 
other side of the aisle may have the votes 
to confirm the nomination, I venture the 
suggestion that if they do, Mr. Hannegan 
will take his office under a cloud, when 
it may not be necessary that there be any 
cloud, if they do not agree to have the 
committee consider the nomination 
fully. I think Senators owe it to Mr. 
Hannegan, and I think they owe it to 
President Truman, to see to it that the 
committee considers the nomination. 

I wish to conclude with the sugges
tion that in times so difficult as these, 
when we come to the question of a Cabi
net appointment and the confirmation 
thereof by the Senate of the United 
States, Senators on both sides of the 
aisle should work together on the nom
ination to ascertain the facts in regard 
to the nominee, and submit a non
partisan report, demonstrating that the 
nominee meets the tests I have sug
·gested this afternoon. If the Committee 

on Post Offices and Post Roads is not 
given the opportunity, by recommittal, · 
to check Mr. Hannegan's record by these 
tests, then I think those on the other side 
of the aisle open themselves up to the 
charge that they are not willing to have 
the nominee undergo the microscope of 
an investigation. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TAY
LOR in the chair) • The clerk will call 
the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Austin 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Briggs 
Burton 
Butler 
Chavez 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Downey 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Green 
E art 
Hatch 
Hawkes 

Hayden 
Hlckenlooper 
Hill 
Johnson, Colo. 
Johnston, S. C. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lucas 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McMahon 
Millikin 
Mi.tchell 
Moore 
Morse 
Murdock 
O'Daniel 

O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Revercomb· 
Russell 
Smith 
Stewart 
Taft 
Taylor 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Wagner 
Waleh 
White 
Wiley 
WiU:s 
Young 

The . PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty
four Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas. and nays on my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 

shall not delay the Senate at this late 
hour to make any extended remarks in 
connection with this nomination. I de
sire to say, however, that I am happy 
that the Senator from Tennessee stated 
he had not consulted Mr. Hannegan and 
did · not know what Mr. Hannegan's 
wishes might be in connection with the 
issue now presented to the Senate, be
cause I personally believe that it is a dis
service to Mr. Hannegan not to grant the 
request, which I believe to be sincerely 
made, by a member of the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads to give him a 
chance to present to the committee his 
proposal that there should be a hearing 
on this nomination. 

I am convinced that Mr. Hannegan's 
service as a member of the Cabinet and 
as Postmaster General would, in such 
event, start off with a much better pub
lic reaction than it will as a result of 
what I fear will be a strict party vote 
in the Senate as between Republicans 
and Democrats on the pending motion. 

Let me say, however, that after having 
listened to the speech, or to most of the 
speech of the Senator from Missouri, if 

· the Senate votes down the pending mo
tion I shall support the nomination of 
Mr. Hannegan, because I do not believe 
that in his statement the Senator from 
Missouri has presented any probative 
evidence which reflects upon the char
acter or integrity or the ability of Mr. 
Hannegan. 

But, after all, I think in times such as 
these we should strive for as much unity 
as can be obtained in connection with 
the selections which the new President 
of the United States may make involving 
any changes he thinks necessary or ad
yisable in his official family. Knowing 
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nothing about the details of the Missouri 
political situation, but knowing some
thing about Mr. Hannegan's brief admin
istration as Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, I feel that he has, insofar as 
my information goes, the ability and the 
character to discharge the responsibili
ties of the high office to which he has been 
nominated. 

I think it unfortunate that the major
ity leadership should have determined 
uoon the course of denying to a member 
of the committee a right at a duly called 
meeting of the committee to present his 
case and thus to give the committee an 
opportunity to determine it. I am sorry 
that that course has been followed. 

Mr. LANGER. As the one member of 
the committee who demanded a hearing 
at the time that the petition was circu
lated by the clerk of the' Senate Com
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads I 
wish to state that the reason why I 
wanted the hearing was not because of 
any allegations made against the hon
esty or the integrity or good character 
of Mr. Hannegan. There were none. 

In order to keep the record straight · 
on the matter of the pending confirma
tion, I simply wish to invite the attention 
of the Senate to what I said upon the 
Senate floor on the 13th day of May 1943. 
It is my conviction that a member of the 
Cabinet should not be chairman of any 
political party and that the chairman 
of a political party should not hold any 
·Federal position. 

What have we here? In the instant 
case all the 357,000 employees of the Post 
Office Department are under the Hatch 
Act and the Civil Service Act, both of 
which prohibit them from taking part 
in politics. Certainly it is inconsistent 
to say that no employee of the Post Office 
Department shall be in politics and then 
exempt the head of the Department-not 
only exempt him, but permit him to be 
head of a major political party, and to 
be in a position to scare and dictate to 
357,000 employees, while if one of them 
answers back-if one of them objects to 
something the Postmaster General says
he is guilty of a violation of law and can 
be removed from office. 

Mr. President, it has been my hope that 
with the new leadership provided by 
President Truman, the constitutional 
amendment which I proposed, that only 
one individual from any State should be 
appointed to the Cabinet, will be adopted. 
As I stated upon the floor of the Senate 
some time ago, we have recently had the 
spectacle of one-half of the entire Cab
inet coming from New York State alone. 
Also, there is a splendid opportunity for 
President Truman to assum~ leadership 
in the movement calling for direct elec
tion of the President by the people. The 
time has come in the life of our' great 
Republic when the electoral college 
should be abolished and the people them
selves, by direct vote, should nominate 
and elect their President. 

I agree with what the senior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE] has 
said. From what has occurred on the 
floor of the Senate today there is no evi
dence which would cause me to vote 
against the nomination; and the Presi-

dent should have the right to select his 
own Cabinet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. DONNELL] 
to recommit the nomination of Mr. Han
negan to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. On this question the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, and 
the clerk will call the roll. 

The Legislative Clerk called the roll. 
Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena

tor from Virginia [Mr. GLASS], the Sena
tor from New York [Mr. MEAD] and the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. SCRUGHAM] 
are absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. AN
DREWs] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BARKLEY], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE], and the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. THOMAS] are absent inspecting-vari
ous concentration and prison camps ln 
Europe. · 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CHANDLER], the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. GERRY], the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. GuFFEY], the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. HOEY], the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. MAGNU
soN]', the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MYERS], the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. PEPPER], the Senator from Okla
homa [Mr. THoMAs] are absent on public 
business. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc
CARRAN] and the Senators from Arkansas 
[Mr. McCLELLAN and Mr. FULBRIGHT] are 
absent on official business. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
EEASLAND] is absent on official business 
for the Senate Naval Committee. 

I further announce · that the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY], who is ab
sent as a delegate to the International 
Conference in San Francisco, has a gen
eral pair with the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. VANDENBERG] and the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. THOMAS] has a pair with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BRIDGES]. 

I am advised that if present and voting 
the Senators whose absences have been 
announced would vote "nay." 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES], who is neces
sarily absent, has a general pair with the 
Senator from ·utah [Mr. THOMAS]. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN
DENBERG], who is absent on official busi
ness as a delegate to the International 
Conference at San Francisco, has a gen
eral pair with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CONNALLY]. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
AIKEN] is absent by leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
BROOKS], the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. WHERRY], and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SALTONSTALL] are 
absent on official business visiting various 
concentration and prison camps in 
Europe. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS] 
is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HAR'L] is absent on official business. 

The Senator from · Wyoming [Mr. 
RoBERTSON], the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. TOBEY], and the Senator 

from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] are detained on 
official business. 

The result was announced-yeas 28, 
nays 35, as follows: 

Austin 
Ball 
Brewster 
Buck 
Burton 
Butler 
Capper 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Ferguson 

Bailey 
Bankhead 
Bilbo 
Briggs 
Byrd 
Chavez 
Downey 
Ellender 
Green 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Hill 

YEAS-28 
Gurney 
Hart 
Hawkes 
Hickenlooper 
La Follette 
Langer 
Millikin 
Moore 
Morse 
Reed 

NAYS-35 
Johnson, Colo. 
Johnston, S.C. 
Kilgore 
Lucas 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McMahon 
May bank 
Mitchell 
Murdock 
Murray 
O'Daniel 

Revercomb 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Taft 
White 
Wiley 
Willis 
Young 

O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Radcliffe 
Russell 
Stewart 
Tayl<tt 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 

NOT VOTING-33 . 

Aiken George Pepper 
Andrews Gerry Robertson 
Barkley Gl~ss Saltonstall 
Bridges Guffey Scrugham 
Brooks Hoey Thomas, Idaho 
Bushfield. Johnson, Cali!. Thomas, Okla. 
Capehart McCarran Thomas, Utah 
Chandler McClell~n Tobey 
Connally Magnuson Vandenberg 
Eastland Mead Wherry 
Fulbright Myers Wilson 

So Mr. DoNNELL's motion to recommit 
was rejected. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Mr. President
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Robert E. 
Hannegan to be Postmaster General? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BUSHFIELD. Mr. President, I 

should like to cast my vote. I attempted 
to obtain recognition before the an-
nouncement was made. · 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, what is the 
request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from North Dakota wishes to 
vote. The result has been announced. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, as 
a matter of fact, the Senator from North 
Dakota asked for the ear of the Chair 
before the result was announced, but he 
was not recognized. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Senator 
from-North Dakota may be permitted to 
vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is informed that it is impossible to 
obtain unanimous consent; and inas
much as the result has been announced, 
it is impossible to recognize a Senator for 
the purpose of voting. His statement 
Will appear in the RECORD. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
have no objection to the Senator's vote 
being recorded. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Mr. President, in 
view of the fact that I sought recognition -
before the result of the vote was an
nounced, I believe I am entitled to vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Parliament9orian informs the Chair that 
the rule strictly prohibits it. 
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Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, may I 

ask who objected? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. To the 

unanimous-consent request? 
Mr. TYDINGS. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Parliamentarian informs the Chair that 
the rule prohibits it. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I was wondering if 
the rule could not be waived by unani
mous consent. I think the Sanator is 
entitled to have his position stated. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
hope that may be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the rule. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
When the yeas and nays are ordered~ the 

names of Senators shall be called alphabeti
cally; and each Senator shall, without debate, 
declare his assent or dissent to the question, 
unless ~xeused by the Senate; and no Sen
ator shall be permitted to vote after the deci
sion shall have been announced: by the Pre
siding Officer, but may for sufficient reasons, 
with unanimous consent, change or withdraw 
his vote. No motion to suspend this rule 
shall be in order, nor shall the Presiding 
Officer entertain any request to suspend it by 
u nanimous consent. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hope 
unanimous consent will be granted. I 
believe it can be, un'tler this situation. I 
myself saw the Senator fTom South 
Dakota enter the Chamber and address 
the Chair before the result was an
nounced. I wa.s about to rise to my feet 
t o call attention to that situation, but 
events occurred too rapidly to enable me 
to have time to do. so. The Senator from 
South Dakota did address the Chair, and 
I saw him do so. I saw him enter the 
door of the Senate Chamber and address 
the Chair before the result was an
nounced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
rule precludes the Chair fTom entertain
ing a motion to suspend the rule, and it 
cannot be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, it seems 
to me the present case is not one which 
requires unanimous consent. It is a case 
of a Senator who was· on his feet and 
wbo addressed the Chair ·before the re
sult of the ·vote was announced. I do 
not· believe that the request of the Sen
ator from South Dakota conflicts either 
with the spiJ.·it or the letter of the rule. 
If he had been seen by the Chair or if 
his voice had been heard, he would have 
been entitled to vote. The fact that he 
was not seen or was not heard by the 
Chair was no fault of his. I think the 
rule would ·be rather drastically applied 
if the vote of the Senator from South 
Dakota were not recorded. 

I most respectfully suggest to the 
Chair that the Chair make such a ruling. 
I do not believe any Senator on the floor 
will object to it. If theTe is no objection, 
there will be no insistence on a strict 
application of the rule, and the Senator's 
vote will be allowed to be recorded. · 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, ·I was 
about to request the floor in my own 
right, and then I intended to yield to . 
the Senator from south Dakota, in orde.r 
that he might explain his position, if he 
desired to do so. However, he has al
ready explained his position. 

I merely wish to say that I am in per
fect accord with what the Senator from 
Maryland has said. If the Senator from 
South Dakota wishes to have his vote 
recorded, I think it should be recorded, 
and I hope it will be. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. HATCH. I yield, if I llave the 
1loor. I had already taken my seat. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. I thank each of 
the Senators who have· spoken in my 
behalf. In view of the announced rul ... 
ing of the Chair, I presume that ends 
the matter. I wish to say to the Chair 
that if I had had an opportunity to cast 
my vote, it would have been "yea." 

In that connection I wonder whether 
the announcement of the vote could be 
withdrawn, in order to permit a Member 
of the Senate to cast his vote, and then 
have . the announcement made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the 
pleasure of the Senate that the an
nouncement of the vote be withdrawn 
and that the vote of the Senator from 
South Dakota be recorded? Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not 
think I will object; but we cannot estab
lish a pTecedent of permitting a Senator 
to vote after the announcement of the 
result of the vote has been made. Evi
dently the situation was unfortunate, 
namely, the Senator from South Dakota 
was not recognized in time to be given 
an opportunity to vote. The rule on 
this matter is about as strong and about 
as tight, so to speak, as one possibl~ 
could be. 
If the vote of the Senator from South 

Dakota is recorded, it will not change 
the result or affect it one way or the 
other. The RECORD shows that the Sen
ator is here. The RECORD shows how he 
would have voted if he had voted before 
the result was announced. I do not see 
how the Senator will acc~mplish any
thing now by having his vote recorded. 
I think the whole record is before the 
Senate. 

I hope the Senator will not insist on 
having his vote recorded. He is already 
on record; he has recorded the fact that 
he was in the Chamber before the vote 
was announced, and that had he voted 
he would have voted "yea"; and had he 
voted, the result would not have been 
affected. 

The rule could not be more specific or 
tighter than it is. 

The PRESID.ING OFFICER. The 
Chair desires to state for the benefit of 
the Senator from South Dakota that the 
clerk was exactly in line with the Chair's 
:Une of vision in the direction toward the 
Senator's seat when the clerk was trans
mitting the result of the vote to the 
Chair, and the Chair did not see the Sen
ator from South Dakota and did not hear 
him. The Chair regrets the incident very 
much. · 

Mr. WIDTE. Mr. PTesident, I think it 
would be a grievous error on the part of 
the Senate to avoid or evade in any way 
or by any subterfuge the clear intend
ment and the .clear language of this rule 
of the Senate. l join in the hope that 
the Senator fTom South Dakota will not 
pre~ the matte~ . 

The circumstances of the case have 
been made perfectly clear. and the 
RECORD now shows that the Senator from 
South Dakota would have voted "yea" if 
he had had an opportunity to vote. That 
makes his record complete, and it makes 
the Senate REcoRD complete. 

I think it would be a great mistake on 
the part of the Senate to do anything 
which would, as I have said. either avoid 
or evade this rule of the Senate. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Mr. President, I ac
cept the suggestion of both the acting 
majority leader and the minority leader. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question ·now is, Will the Senate advise 
and consent to the nomination of Robert 
E. Hannegan. of Missomi, to be Post
master General? 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen
ator from Virginia £Mr. GLASS], the 
Senator from . New York [Mr. MEAD], 
and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
ScRUGHAMJ are absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. AN
DREWS] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Kentucky air. 
BARKLEY J, the Senator from Georgia. 
[Mr. GEORGE], and the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. THOMAS] are absent inspect
ing various concentration and prison 
camps in Emope. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CHANDLER], the Senator from Rhode Is
land [Mr. GERRY], the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. GUFFEY], the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. HoEYJ, the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. MAG
NUSON], the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MYERS], the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. PEPPER], and the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS] are absent on 
public b:..:iness. 

The $enator from Mississippi [Mr. 
EASTLAND] is absent on official business 
for the Senate Naval Affairs Committee. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CoN
NALLY] is absent as a delegate to the 

·International Conference in S3,n Fran
cisco. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc
CARRANJ and the Senators from Arkansas 

. [Mr. McCLELLAN and Mr. FuLBRIGHT] are 
absent on official busines~. · . 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
OvERTON] is unavoidably detained from 
the Senate. 

I further announce that the Senator 
fTom Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY] has a gen-· 
eral p t,ir with the Senator from Michigan 
1Mr. VANDENBERG], and the Senator 
from Utah fMr. THoMAs) has a general 
J)air with the Senator from New Hamp
shire [Mr. BRIDGES]. 

I am advised that if present and vot
ing all the Senators whose absences have 
been announced would vote "yea." 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES], who 1s neces
sarily absent;has a general pair with the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. THOMAS]. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN
DENBERG] who is absent on official business 
as a delegate to the International Con

_ference at San Francisco, has a general 
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pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CONNALLY] . 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
AIKEN] is absent by leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
BROOKS] , the Senator ·from Nebraska 
[Mr. WHERRY], and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SALTENSTALL] are ab
sent on official business, visiting various 
concentration and prison camps in 
Europe. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS] 
is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART] is absent on official business. 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. RoB
ERTSONl, the Senator from New Hamp
shire [Mr. ToBEY], and the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] are detained on offi
cial business. 

The result was announced-yeas 60, 
nays 2, as follows: 

Austin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Briggs 
Buck 
Burton 
Bushfield 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
Chavez 
Cordon 
Downey 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Green 
Gurney 

Donnell 

YEAS-60 
Hart 
Hatch 
Hawkes 
Hayden 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Johm:on, Colo. 
Johnston, S. C. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lucas 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McMahon 
Maybank 
Millikin 
Mitchell 
Morse 
Murdock 

NAYS-2 
Taft 

Murray 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahon.ey 
Radclitre 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Russell · 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Stewart 
Taylor 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White· 
Wiley 
Willis 
Young 

NOT VOTING-34 
Aiken Glass Robertson 
Andrews Guffey Saltonstall 
Barkley Hoey Scrugham 
Bridges Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Idaho 
Brooks McCarran Thomas, Okla. 
Capehart McCMllan Thomas, Utah 
Chandler Magnuson Tobey 
Connally Mead Vandenberg 
Eastland Moore Wherry 
Fulbright Myers Wilson 
George Overton 
Gerry Pepper 

So the nomination of Robert E. Han
negan, of Missouri, to be Postmaster 
General was confirmed. 

Mr. MORSE subsequently said: Mr. 
President, I should like to make a state
ment for the RECORD in regard to my 
vote in the Hannegan case. I wish to 
make it very clear that in my judgment 
a prima facie showing was made which 
called upon the proponents of the nomi .. 
nation to give the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads an opportunity to 
consider further the procedure which 
should have been followed in a final con
sideration of the case. As I think I 
made clear in my remarks, my objec
tion was to the procedure which was 
followed by the committee and by its 
chairman, which I think set an excep
tionally bad precedent, and one which I 

· hope will not be repeated. 
I thought further that in fairness to 

Mr. Hannegan and in fairness to Presi
dent Truman the matter should have 
gone to the committee for further dis
cussion of the procedure. I sincerely 
felt that in fairness to the distinguished 
senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. DoN-

NELL], who simply asked for the courtesy 
of having further discussion of this mat
ter in the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, of which he is a member, 
the Senate owed him that courtesy of 
further discussion before the committee. 
But as I said in my remarks, from a 
thorough study of the history of Cabinet 
confirmations and rejections I did not 
feel that there was before us sufficient 
evidence to overcome the presumption 
which is due the President of the United 
States, be he Democratic or Republican, 
to pick his official family and have the 
members thereof confirmed, unless a 
clear showing is made that they are not 
deserving of confirmation under the 
tests which I enumerated in my discus
sion. On the basis of the evidence be
fore me at the t ime I cast the vote 1 . 
could not say that the presumption had 
been overcome. I think it is most unfair, 
however, to both the President and to 
the Postmaster General that the matter 
was not considered further by the com
mittee so as to have cleared the atmos
phere of any charges as to his qualifica-
tions under those tests. 

POSTMASTER AT HOPKINS, MINN.
NOMINATION PASSED OVER 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I under .. 
stand that a postmaster nomination re
ported last Monday was · temporarily 
passed over. After conferring with the 
distinguished Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. McKELLAR] and the distinguished 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. BALL] I 
understand that the Senator from Min
nesota will make a statement, and then 
we shall be able to dispose of the nomi
nation within a few minutes. 

1\!tr. McKELLAR. The Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. BALL] wishes to make a 
statement, and I yield to him. 

Mr. BALL. Mr. President, I shall state 
the facts in connection with this post. 
mastership. • Mr. Kosanda, wliose nomi
nation has been reported to the Senate 
was appointed acting postmaster a littl~ 
more than a year ago. A competitive 
civil-service examination was held and 
three successful candidates were certi
fied by the Civil Service Commission 'as 
follows: Roy M. Kelly with a grade of 
91.8, Einar Jorgenson with a grade of 
84.6, ~nd Thomas J. Kosa~da, whose 
name Is before the Senate, with a grade 
of 75.8. 

The Civil Service Commission ruled 
that all three men were entitled to vet
erans' preference, and all three have had 
5 percent added to their grades. 

Mr. Kelley, who was at the top of the 
list of the three eligibles, is a World War 
veteran who served overseas in the First 
World War for 13 months. He worked 
in the Hopkins~ Minn., post office for 18 
years, the past several years as assistant 
postmaster. Obviously, on the basis of 
his grade he is the best qualified man 
for the position. 

Kosanda, whom the Civil Service 
Commission ruled was entitled to veter
ans' preference, was drafted on Novem
ber 11, 1918, and was discharged on De
cember 10, 1918, without ever having 
actually been sworn into the Army of the 
United States. 

The Civil Service Commission made 
its ruling under a decisi<>n of the Su-

preme Court of the District of Columbia 
in 1931 which held that any individual 
drafted into the armed forces thereby 
became a veteran entitled to a veteran's 
preference. · But since that decision the 
Seventy-eighth Congrcess passed Public 
Law No. 359 approved on June 27, 1944. 
That law provides that with respect to 
appointments under the Civil Service 
veterans shall be given preference in 
three classes; the first three dealing 
with disabled veterans, their widows, and 
dependents, and the fourth dealing with 
ex-service men and women who have 
served on active duty in any branch of 
the armed forces of the United States 
during any war, or in any campaign or 
expedition for which a campaign badge 
has been authorized, and from which 
service the person was discharged under 
honorable conditions. I think ·the Civil 
Service certification of Kosanda as a vet
eran is directly contrary to the language 
of the statute passed last year by the 
Congress, which provides that in order 
to be eligible for a veteran's preference a 
person must have served in active duty in 
the armed forces. I may say that the 
adjutant general of Minnesota has no 
record of Kosanda ever having been a 
war veteran. 

I do not personally know any of th-ese 
men and have no interest in the matter 
except that I have received protests and 
resolutions adopted by the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars post in Hopkins, Minn. 
I believe at the present time ·that vet
erans of the present war who have suf
fered wounds in combat, and are being 
discharged at the rate of several thou
sand a month, are involved in the situ
uation, and that a serious question is 
also involved of whether we intend really 
to apply veterans' preference in this in;. 
stance, cr permit this kind of a run
around in connection with a real vet
eran. I hope the Senate will· not con
firm this appointment, and that the real 
veteran, who has served for 18 years in 
the post office at Hopkins, and who was 
overseas in military service ·for 13 
months, be apppinted to the position of 
postmaster at Hopkins, Minn. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, all I ,. 
can say is that the Civil Service Com
mission has said that these men ·have 
Army classification. They were given a 
rating by the Civil Service Commission 
on the basis of having been soldiers. 

I do not know anything in the world 
about Mr. Kosanda except from hearsay, 
but he has been acting as postmaster 
for a year o.r.: two, and I believe the other 
gentleman is in the Post Office Depart
ment there in the same town. He wishes 
to supersede the present acting post
master. Under those circumstances 
there is nothing that the committee 
could do, or that I could personally do. 
Much as I like the senior Senator and 
the junior Senator from Minnesota, I 
am confronted with the belief that prob
ably this is another political matter. I 
hope that the Senate will confirm the 
nomination. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I un
derstood my colleague to state that the 
nominee had been appointed contrary to 
law. Was I correct in my understand
ing? 
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Mr. McKELLAR. No; he was not ap

pointed contrary to law. 
Mr. BALL. My position is that the 

Civil Service Commission acted on a 
Supreme Court of the District of Co
lumbia decision of 1931 which, I believe, 
has been superseded by the veterans' 
preference law passed by Congress last 
year, and which applies only to veter
ans who have seen active duty. Obvi
ously, Kosanda was never on active duty. 
He reported for induction on November 
11, 1918, apparently was sent to Camp 
Ripley, remained there until DBcember 
10, 1918, and then was discharged. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Is it the contention 
of the junior S~mator from Minnesota 
that Kosando is not eligible for the po
sition of postmaster at Hopkins, Minn.? 

Mr. BALL. I do not believe he is eligi
ble under the present law governing vet
erans' preference. I think the Civil 
Service Commission was in error in cer
tifying that he was entitled to veteran's 
preference. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. If that be true, he 
was certified illegally, was he not? 

Mr. BALL. He is not certified here 
illegally, because the Post Office Depart
ment is required by law to rely on the 
certification of the Civil Service Com
mission. The only place to get it changed 
now, if the Civil Service Commission is 
in error, as I contend it is, is here in the 
Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the distin
guished S~nator from Louisiana [Mr. 
ELLENDER J wishes to speak thi3 afternoon. 
I had hoped we might dispose of the 
pending nomination very shortly, but I 
am not sure that can be done. Will 
the distinguished Senator from Minne
sota be here Thursday? 

Mr. BALL. Yes. 
Mr. HILL. Vlill it be agreeable to the 

Senator to let this nomination go over? 
I do not believe we can finish it now. 
It is nearly 6 o'clock, and other Senators 
are very anxious to address the Senate 
this afternoon. 

Mr. BALL. On this matter? 
Mr. HILL. No. I will move that the 

Senate go into legislative session, and 
as soon as we go back into executive 
session, this nomination will be the pend
ing question. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, as 
chairman of the Committee on Civil 
Service, I am very much interested in 
the issue presented here, and I should 
like to have an opportunity to make · 
some investigation. I am wondering if 
we cannot agree to put this nomination 
over at least 1 week so that opportunity 
may be afforded for an investigation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no objection. 
The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KILGORE], who does not seem to be in the 
Chamber at the moment, is very much 
interested in the nomination. I have 
no objection to it going over for a week. 
It has been before the committee for a 
long time, and I hope it can be disposed 
of at the end of the weelc 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the s~na
tor from California that the nomination 
be laid over for 1 week? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask unani
mous consent that the President be noti~ 

fied forthwith of an. confirmations of 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the President will be immediately noti
fied. 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of legislative business. 

Ti1e motion was agr€ed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
legislative business. 

HOSPITAL CENTER FOR THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. BILBO. ~.!r. President, recently 
the Senate pased by unanimous vote Sen
ate bill 223, providing for a hospital cen
ter for the District of Columbia, where
upon a motion was made by the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER] to recon
sider the vote by which the bill was 
passed. By agreement 'the motion tore
consider was to be taken up today, but, 
because of the time consumed in other 
matters, we find it is too late to take it up 
now. VVe have reached another agree
ment, that the motion may be called up 
Thursday, with the consent of the Sena
tor from Louisian.a, and we have agreed 
on an hour for each side so that it may be 
dispased of as early as possible. I ask 
unanimous consent that that order be 
approved. 

Mr. WHITE. 'What is the agreement 
which has been entered into between the 
Senator from Mississippi and the Sen a tor 
from Louisiana? 

Mr. BILBO. We agreed, and we are 
asking the Senate to confirm the agree
ment, that we may have time on Thurs
day to dispose of this motion. The Sen
ator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGs] is 
very much interested, and he cannot be 
present any other day but Thursday. 
He has joined in the request that we be 
permitted to call the motion up and dis
pose of it, with not to exceed an hour a 
side on the issue. 

Mr. WHITE. I know nothing about 
the merits of the matter, and I have no 
objection to it being tal~en up Thursday, 
but I would not care to agree at this time, 
with so few Senators present as there 
are now, to a limitation of time for de
bate. I have no objection to the motion 
being taken up Thursday. 

Mr. BILBO. Can I get unanimous con
sent to make the motion the unfinished 
business for Thursday? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I suggest 
that instead of making it the unfinished 
business for Thursday, we make it the 
pending business before the' Senate now, 
and of course with the understanding 
that we will not debate it now. We are 
to have a speech by th~ Senator from 
Louisiana. We can make it the pending 
business now, since there is no business 
before the Senate, and when we meet 
Thursday, after a recess, it .will be the 
business before the Senate. 

Mr. BILBO. I also wish to suggest that 
it is agreed between us, I am authorized 
to say, that it will not take more than 80 
minutes that is, 40 minutes to each side. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator may be able 
to speak for himself and the Senator 
from Louisiana, and give assurance to 
the Senate that they will not take more 

than 80 minutes, but I question whether 
he could give any assurance about the 
other Senators. 

Mr. BILBO. We could get unanimous 
.consent, and that would bind us and the 
rest of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask that 
the motion of the Ssnator from·Louisiana 
[Mr. ELLENDER] to reconsider the vote by 
which S3nate bill 223, for the construc
tion of a modern, adequate, and efficient 
hospital center in the District of Colum
bia, may be made the pending business 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
PROMOTION OF OFFICERS IN THE 

MEDICAL, DENTAL, AND VETERINARY 
CORPS 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres
ident, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 939, Calendar No. 234, and 
I promise that if there is any discussion 
or any controversy whatever I shall with
draw the request. 
· The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Clerk will state the bill by title for the 
information of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S. 939) 
to extend the provisions of the act ·of 
November 29, 1940 <Public Law 884, 76th 
Cong., 54 Stat. 1219), relating to promo
tion of Medical, Dental, and Veterinary 
Corps officers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? _ 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the S~na
tor from Colorado was good enough to 
call this measure to my attention, and I 
have taken the opportunity to consult 
with minority members of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, so far as I could do 
so. I understand that there is no objec
tion to the bill in its amended 'form. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I do not 
know of any controversy over the bill 
whatsoever, and I hope it may be passed 
at this time, because it is more or less of 
an emergency matter. I may say the bill 
provides an extension of a previous act 
which has been in effect for 5 years, and 
the time will expire on May 15, 1945. 
.This was overlooked, and it is necessary 
to have this bill passed before May 15. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Colorado? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs with amendments , on 
page 1, line 3, after the word "That" to 
strike out "for the duration" and to in
sert "until the terminat~on;" on line 4, 
after the word "engaged" to insert a 
comma and the words, "as declared by 
proclamation of the President or by con
current resolution of the two Houses of 
the Congress," so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That until the termina
tion of the wars in which the United States 
is presently engaged, as declared by procla
mation of the President or by concurrent 
resolution of the two Houses of the Congress, 
and for 6 months thereafter, t he Secretary 
of War may, in his discretion, dispense with 
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any part of the examination for promotion 
in the Regular Army of officers of the Medi
cal, Dental, and Veterinary Corps, except 
those r elating to physical examination. 

SEc. 2. This act shall become effective as 
of May 15, 1945. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, I should like to have inserted 
in the RECORD at this point an explana
tion of the bill, together with the report 
from the Senate Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the state
ment and report <No. 237) were ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD as follows: 

STATEMENT AS TO SENA'IE BILL 939 
Under the provisions of section 24c of the 

National Defense Act, as amended, and the 
act of July 31, 1935 (49 Stat. 505, 506), officers 
of the Medical, Dental, and Veterinary Corps 
are required to pass a professional examina
tion for promotion in the Regular Army. 
However, by virtue of the· provisions of the· 
act of November 29, 1940 (54 Stat. 1219), the 
Secretary of War is authorized, in his dis
cretion, until May 15, 1945, to dispense with 
any part of the examination for promotion in 
the Regular Army of officers of the M3dtcal, 
Dental, and Veterinary Corps, except those 
parts relating to physical examinations. The 
purpose of S. 939, as recommended by the 
Senate Committee on Military Affairs, is to 
extend such authority until the termination 
of the wars in which the United States is 
presently engaged, as declared by proclama
tion of the President or by a concurrent reso
lution of the two Houses of the Congress, and 
tor 6 months thereafter. 

Although in peacetime the requirement of 
professional examinations in connection with 
the promotions of Medical, Dental, and Vet
erinary Corps officers in the Regular Army 
offers no great difficulty, the situation is quite 
different in time of war. The assembling of 
examining boards throughout the Army for 
this purpose entails the employment of three 
officers for each board. This would involve 
an unjustifiable expenditure of the time and 
energy of. such officers when their services 
are direly needed in connection with their 
professional duties. Furthermore, the activi
ties performed by officers of the Medical De
partment in time of war are such as to fur
nish reliable criteria of their abilities with
out the need for academic examinations. If 
the requirement of professional examina
tions remains discretibnary with the Secre
tary of War, he would be free to require that 
they be given when conditions permit and 
could dispense with them when they inter
fere with the prosecution of the work of the 
Medical Department. 

REPORT To ACCOMPANY S. 939 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to 

Whom was referred the bill (S. 939) to extend 
the provisions of the act of November 29, 
1940 (Public Law 884, 76th Cong., 54 Stat. 
1219), relating to promotion of Medical, 
Dental, and Veterinary Corps officers, having 
cons!dered the same, submit the following 
report thereon, with the recommendation 
that it do pass with certain amendments. 

AMENDMENTS 
In line 3, after the word "That", delete 

the words "for the duration•• and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: "until the termi
nation". 

In line 4, after the word "engaged", insert 
a comma and the following: ''as declared by 

proclamation of the President or by con
current resolution of the two Houses of the 
Congress,". 

The purpose of the amendments is to 
clarify the date on which the provisions of 
the bill will cease to be effective. 

STATEMENT 
The act of November 29, 1940 (54 Stat. 

1219), authorizes the Secretary of War, in 
his d~scretion, to dispense with any part of 
the examination for promotion in the Regu
lar Army of officers of the Medical, Dental, 
and Veterinary Corps, except those parts re
lating to physical examinations. Under the 
provisions of that act, this authority termi
nates on May 15, 1945. 

The purpose of the bill, as recommended 
by your committee, is to extend such au
thority until the termination of the wars in 
which the United States is presently engs.ged, 
as declared by proclamation of the President 
or by concurrent resolution of the two Houses 
of the Congress, and for 6 months thereafter. 

Your committee believe that in wartime the 
requirement of professional examinations for 
promotion of officers of the Medical, Dental, 
and Veterinary Corps in the Regular Army 
should be discretionary with the Secretary 
of War. The assembling of examining boards 
throughout the Army for this purpose entails 
the employment of three officers for each 
beard. This would involve an unjustifiable 
expenditure of the time and energy of such 
ofr!c~rs when their services are needed 
urgently in rendering professional care to 
our sick and wounded soldiers. Moreover, 
the activities performed by officers of the 
Medical Department in time of war are such 
as to furnish reliable critecia of their abili
ties without the need of academic examina
tions. 

War Dapartment witnesses appeared and 
testified in support of the measure. 

CONSTRUCTION OF AIRPORT SYSTEM 

Mr. SHIFSTEAD. Mr. President, I 
ask consent to have printed in the REc
ORD a telegram from the Governor of the 
State of Minnesota, in the form of a 
petition for coordination between the 
Federal Government and the various 
States in the postwar aviation and air
port prcgram. 

There being no objection, the telegram 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

ST. PAUL, MINN., May 3, 1945. 
Senator HENRIK SHIPSTEAD, 

United States Senate: 
Minnesota 1945 Legislature enacted sound 

aviation program which we hope can be co
ordinated with Federal program along same 
pattm·n used in development of State high
ways. Since the municipalities and the State 
will make a substantial investment, we be
lieve nothing in Federal bill should deprive 
the State or its municipalities of their right
ful authority over these installations after 
th~y have been con structed, and that fullest 
provision should be made for intergovern
mental coope}\ation i~ planning, construc
tion, maintenance, and operation of State 
and National airport systems. 

EDWARD J. THYE, 
Governor of Minnesota. 

COMPULSORY LABOR DRAFT- LETTER 
AND STATEMENT BY AMERICAN FED
ERATION OF LABOR 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the body of the RECORD a copy of a 
letter which I have received from Mr. 
William Green, president of the Amer· 
ican Federation of Labor, with respect to 
the so-called manpower bill. In connec
tion with the letter I ask unanimous con· 

sent that there may be printed also in 
the body of the RECORD a press release 
issued by the American Federation of 
Labor on the same subject. 

There being no objection, the letter 
and the release were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

APRIL 27, 1945. 
JosEPH O'MAHONEY, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: The CONGRESSIONAL REC
ORD shows that the conference rer;ort on 
H. R. 1752, classified as the compulsory labor 
draft bill, which the Senate most decisively 
rejected on April 3 was returned to the House 
Military Affairs Committee on April 23. Does 
this mean the end of legislative procedure 
reearding this legislation and the ~lefinite 
defeat of same. 

Be assured that the officers and members 
of the American Federation of Labor are very 
deeply appreciative of the aggresive and suc
cessful :fight which you made against the 
adoption of this form of compulsory service 
legislation. It seems so contradictory on. 
the part of those who sponsored this legis
latic.n to saek its enactment into law at a 
time when the defeat of Hitler was imminent 
and our own ~ountry was face to face with a 
cutback situation in war material produc
tion plants 'which would lead to varying de
grees of unemployment. 

Labor has made a wonderful record during 
the war, not only in the maintenance of its 
no-strike pledge, but in the production of 
snips, planes, guns, tanks, and war material 
of all kinds. Labor will not falter or fail 
even to the slightest degree. It will con
tinue to give its skill, training, and service 
in the future as it has in the past and will 
mainta·n the high standard of production 
and e;ccellency of service which it has set all 
during the war until our enemies are de
feated both in Europe and in the South 
Pacific. 

Very sincerely yours, 
WILLIAM GnEEN, 

P1~esident, American Fedemtion of Labor. 

STATEMENT BY THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF THE 
AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, APRIL 30, 
1943 

Events again have proved the wisdom o! 
the American Federation of Labor's unfalt er
ing and unalterable opposition to the enact
ment of compulsory manpower legislation. 

The defeat of this legislation in Congress 
has r.ot injured the war-production program. 
On the contrary, production records were 
broken and schedules exceeded in the month 
of March, according to official announcement. 

Nor has the absence of compulsory labor 
controls resulted in more manpower short
ages, as many official authorities predicted. 
The opposite is true. In recent weeks, sev
eral cities have been taken off the critical 
list and manpower needs are being met in 
every important war industry. 

Finally, and most important of all, volun
tary labor in America has succeeded in back
ing up the victory drive on the fighting 
fronts with amazing success. Our armed 
forces have not lacked materials or equip
ment In fact, the overwhelming superiority 
of their equipment has proved the decisive 
factor in winning the war in Europe and in 
turning the tide against Japan. 

Today we hear no more talk of the need of 
forced labor. 

Already the War Department has made sub
stantial cut-backs in airplane production. 
One of the largest factor.ies in the Nation 
which formerly operated around the clock 
is going back to one-shift, 40-hour-week 
a_chedules. Shipyards are not getting any 
new orders and the Maritime Commission 
is planning to wind up most of its ship-
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building program by the end of the year. 
The end of the war in Europe means that 
the war-production program generally will 
be cut in half within a few months. 

Under these circumstances it is imperative 
that a large-scale reconversion program be 
undertaken at once. American industry 
must be given enough advance notice of 
cancelation of war contracts so that it can 
proceed without unnecessary delay to put into 
effect plans· for peacetime production which 
will provide jobs for displaced war workers 
and returning servicemen. Unless the re
conversion process is expedited, mass unem
ployment will grip America in' 1945 and pur
chasing power will be reduced to such a low 
point that expansion of postwar production 
will b9 blocked. 

Immediate action is also required by Con
gress and by Federal agencies to protect 
human needs during the reconversion period. 
President Truman, while serving as a Senator 
during the last session of Congress, sponsored 
reconversion legislation which provided far 
more adequate unemployment comp:msation 
to d isemployed workers than is available at 
present. This measure was defeated, but the 
executive council feels that it should ba re
vived at this time and that it woul'tl be most 
fitting for the President to recommend it to 
Congress. 

Production cut-baclts are bound to elim
inate the overtime pay on which most work
ers have relied during the past 2 years to 
offset increased living costs. 'f·he National 
War Labor Board must take cognizance of 
this critical situation and order immediate 
revision of the Little Steel fcrmula, so that 
frozen wage rates can be adjusted to make 
up for the loss of overtime pay. The execu
tive council will deal with the subject of wage 
rates in more detail during the next few days, 
but it takes this opportunity to warn the 
National War Labor Board that further delay 
will be dangerous to the Nation's postwar 
economy. 

THE CONTRffiUTION OF PRICE CONTROL 
·TO THE SUCCESS OF THE WAR EFFORT 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I dis
like to detain the Senate at this late hour, 
but I can assure Senators that what I 
have to say will not require more than 15 
minutes. It is on a very important sub
ject, and I hope that all Senators who 
are present will listen. 

As the war in Europe draws to an end 
and as the Allied armies and navies are 
getting set for the final phase of the war, 
it is time to take stock of the contribu-. 
tions of price control to the success of 
the war effort and to stake out the prob
lems that lie ahead. 

·wartime price control is a most un
pleasant undertaking. It is a most vex
ing problem, not only to those who have 
to administer it but ·also to the people 
who have to be administered under it. It 
is something which we undertake for 
very compelling reasons. 

Among the compelling reasons or pur
poses behind price control are these: 

First, to facilitate speedy and increased 
war production by a~suring our produc
ers stable and predictable materials 
costs-without which orderly scheduling 
of production contracts becomes impos
sible. 

Second, to maintain wartime morale, 
particularly among wage earners, who 
cannot continue putting their shoulders 
to the wheel when the cost of living moves 
away from them and they have to engage 
in a losing race between price increases 
and wage adjustments. 

Third, to prevent the dissipation of 
Government war expenditures by adding 
to the gigantic unavoidable costs of total 
war the inexcusable burden of inflated 
prices. 

Fourth-and this some would call the 
most important of all-to preserve a 
sound economy for our heroes to come 
back to, instead of an economy ruined by 
the twin evils of runaway inflation and 
deflationary collapse. 

Now let us see what has been the record 
of price control, the record of the 0. P. A. 
in achieving these purposes. Our war 
production record as a whole, despite 
mistakes of detail in one field or an
other, has been unbelievably superb, 
Everybody here at home, and both our 
friends and our enemies abroad, ac
knowledge this. Of course, nobody has 
any pretension of attributing this record 
solely, or even in major part, to the suc
cess of price control. It is the product 
of many factors-the genius and drive 
of American enterprise, the hard work 
and skill of our millions of war workers, 
the scheduling and production controls 
laid out by the War Production Board 
and the armed services, and so forth. 
But this much we can say, and that is 
that the 0. P. A. made its contribution to 
the total record, and made it well. 

Let us look at the figures of indus
trial production and priees during the 
two wars. 

I have here a table in which these fig
ures are set forth. Taking production 
in 1914, the year that World War No. 1 
began, as 100, they show a rise to 126 
in 1917 and a slight decline, to 125 in 
1913, and the year that World War No. 1 
ended. Think of that, Mr. President. 
In the last war our industrial production 
peak was reached before we really got 
into the war, and output actually slack
ened off while we fought. Yet it was not 
t ight pricing that held back production. 
Far from it. Between 1914 and 1918 the 
wholesale prices of industrial goods 
increased 88 percent, and by the time of 
the Armistice they were just about dou
ble their July 1914 level. There was a 
doubling of prices but only a 25 percent 
increase of production. The table shows 
the following figures: 

Industrial prices and production ,-->i! 
WCRLD WAR NO.1 

Year Prices Production 

1914 __ -------------------------
1 915_- -------------------------191 n __________________________ _ 
1917---------------------------
1918_---- ----------------------

WORLD WAR NO. 2 

1939_ ------ - -------------------
l !l40 ____ -----------------------
Hl4L --------------------------
1942_--------------------------
1!)43_- --- ----------------------
1944 __ -------------------------

100 100 
102 114 
133 121 
172 126 
188 125 

100 
102 
109 
117 
119 
121 

100 
115 
14.:) 
11!3 
219 
216 

~ources: P!'ices (wholesale, all commodities other than 
foods and farm products), Bureau of Labor Statistics. 
Production: World War No. 1, F. C. Mills, Economic 
'l'endencies in the United Slates, World War No. 2, 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re[ervc System. 

How different is our record in this war. 
According to the table before me, indus
trial production has for 2 years now rui:\ 

at more than double the 1939 level, while 
industrial prices have risen less than 25 
percent. The pattern of the last war has 
been -just reversed as our energies have 
been concentrated on prodnction under 
the benefits of stable prices and stable 
costs. There has been no speculation in 
essenti~J commodities, no hoarding or 
withholding of such materials from war 
production. And under stabilization, 
there has been mighty little work stop
page for shortage of materials, wage dis
putes, or any other factor. 

This production record belongs to us a11 
and, of course, it belong's primarily to the 
men in the factories, American men of 
management and labor. But I think it 
clear from these contrasting records of 
our two war-production experiences that 
a share ·in this superb achievement must 
go to price control and the agency wh:ch 
has been responsible for price control. 

In agricultural production, the con
tribution of the 0. P. A. is equally clear. 
During ·world War No. 1, the physical 
volume of our agricultural production 
rose only 6 percent during the entire 4 
years. Rising farm prices stimulated 
agricultural production at the outset, but 
toward the end of the conflict the rise 
was stopped. An important factor in this 
was the rise of farm costs. Without price 
control, these costs overtook and ex
ceeded the rise in farm prices, and the 
farmer's economic position grew steadily 
worse. 

This time the Nation, through the 
policies set by the various price-control 
acts, has sought and has succeeded, first, 
in restoring farm prices to a proper bal
ance with industrial prices and, next, in 
restraining such prices from rising be
yond the level of balance. Restoration 
of this balance has entailed the effective 
control of the prices paid by farmers 
and, thus, of their most important costs. 
In consequence of this control the farm
ers' gains this time have been real, not 
illusory. It is no accident, I think, that 
during these years wartime agricultural 
production has broken all records and 
has expanded more than four times as 
much, percentagewise, as it did · during 
the last war. 

At this point, Mr. President, I wish to 
· read a speech delivered by me on the 
America's Town Meeting of the Air pro
gram on April 12, 1945, in the city of New 
Orleans. The title was "Is the Present 
Food Shortage Necessary?" 

The speech reads as follows: 
Ladies and gentlemen,· asking the question 

''Is the present food shortage necessary?" 
reminds me of the case of the man brought 
into court because his dog was charged with 
baing another man. 

He appeared without benefit of counsel, 
and the judge asked what he had to say in 
his own defense. 

"Well, judge," he replied, "in the first place, 
no one has proven that this man was bitten 
by a dog. 

"In the second place, if he was bitten by 
a dog, no one had proved that it was my 
dog that bit him. 

"In the third place, I don't have a dog!'' 
Now, all of this talk about wheth~r the 

present food shortage is necessary reminds me 
of that man. Before we set about proving 
whether a food shortage is necessary, we 
ought to determine whether there is a food 
shortage in the first place. 
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For inore than 3 years, as a member of the 

Senate Agriculture Committee, I have heard 
much testimony predicting a famine · of cer- · 
tain farm commodities. These famines have 
not occurred, Jlut on the contrary, our food 
production in 1944 exceeded prewar levels by 
one-third. 

Meat production, for instance, in 1945 will 
be 38 percent above the average for the years 
1935-39; with beef 36 percent above and pork 
43. Estimates for the following commodities 
covering the same period are as follows : 43 
percent increase in chickens, 36 in eggs, 15 
in milk, and 52 in cheese. Fruits and vege
tables, both fresh and processed, will be up 
6 to 46 percent. Wheat is up 28 percent. 

, corn 33, and oats 24. 
This enormous food p"roduction could not 

have been made possible except for the forti
tude and the patriotism of our unsung, un
cited soldiers of the soil, our farmers. They 
are cultivating every available acre in our 
land, often with insufficient tools and imple
ments, and with 6,000,000 less farmers. 

Now, what becomes of this enormous supply 
dux:ing wartime? Before the war almost 98 
percent was consumed by civil~ans and the 
rest was commercially exported. Last year 
almost 80 percent of our huge supply was 
consumed by our civilian population, over 13 
percent by our military forces, nearly 6 per
cent for lend-lease, and slightly over 1 per
cent for exports. This year, depending upon 
the rapidity with which we can conquer our 
enemies, we can expect our civilian supply to 
dwindle further, for the simple reason that 
victory brings on the added responsibility of 
feeding prisoners of war and aiding the in
habitants of conquer-ed territory. 

Our most vexing problem is that of dis
tribution. Our civilian population now has 
money to spend. It has money to spend and 
is ready to buy what it wants. Some sections 
of our country are highly industrialized and 
others are primarily agricultural. For a bal
anced economy we must move the products 
of industry and the products of agriculture 
where they are needed. 

As an illustration let's use the meat situa
tion. It must be remembered that no meat 
can be shipped from one State into another 
unless it is federally inspected. All meat 
supplies for our armed forces and our allies 
must be federally inspected. A lot of meat 
on the hoof does not mean a lot of meat in 
Washington, New York, ·and the State of 
Rhcde Island, which are located away from 
our meat-producing areas. Federally inspect
ed plants will slaughter about 15,800,000,000 
pounds of meat in 1945. Civilian consumers 
will get 10,4.00,000,000 pounds in 1945. In pre
war days civilians consumed 10,600,000,000 
pounds. 

When there is ample money available for 
people to buy what they want, commodities 
do not move far out from the producing 
areas. The tendency is toward local slaua-h
tering and selling, and I know that such a 
situation tends further to aggravate distri
bution. 

Rationing causes a more even distribution. 
When meat supplies concentrate near pro
ducing centers and do not reach all con
sumers, we must widen its distribution by 
i:P-.creasing ration-point values. We should 
have ration points high enough to move the 
existing normal meat supply out over the 
entire country, so the total. supply will be 
distributed fairly. When that is done, we 
will all be consuming, on the average, about 
the same amount of meat that we could have 
purchased in normal times. . 

If we stop the leaks, curb the black mar
kets, buy at ceiling prices, and pay ration 
points, we shall have food enough. If we 
obEerve the rules and each of us acts as a 
self-~ppointed sentinel no one of us will go 
hungry. 

Mr. President, on the morale side of 
the war effort, we have the 0. P. A.'s 
contribution to the economic stabiliza
tion program, and here the record· is 
crystal clear. It has been 0. P. A.'s job 
to hold the cost of living, so that wage 
stabilization could be maintained, so that· 
labor could adhere to its voluntary no
strike pledge, and so that all classes 
could contribute their share to the war 
effort without the sinking fear that the 
bottom had dropped out of the dollar and 
the purchasing power of money had dis
appeared. 

Mr. President, I believe we sh'Ould all 
b3 proud of the fact that a dollar is still 
a dollar in the United States. Yes, I 
know that the cost of living has risen by 
something like 25 percent since 1941. 
But the fact of the matter is that today 
the price level is just about where it was 
in 1928 and 1929. In those years, we did 
not say that money had lost its value and 
that the dollar had ceased to be a dollar. 
And we cannot say that today. 

What is more, although we have been 
unable to prevent a moderate wartime 
increase in the cost of living, the 0. P. A. 
during the past 2 years has not only 
che~ked the rise, but it has kept the 
over-all average of cost-of-living prices 
practically stationary. Since May 1943, 
just before the "hold the line" program 
was launched, the cost of living has 
risen by approximately 1% percent. 
,. I have here a second table in which the 

steady improvement in the control of 
prices with each successive stage of the 
stabiliz:1tion program is dramatically 
brought out. I wonder, Mr. President, 
how many Senators are aware that since 
May 1943, the cost of living has risen less 
than six one-hundredths of 1 percent a 
month, as compared with a rise of nearly 
1 percent a month during the 16 months 
preceding the establishment of general 
price control. The table is as follows: 

· Percentage increase in cost of living and, 
wholesale prices during selected periods 

Percentage increase in-

Cost of living Wholesale 
prices 

-

,__ _______ --------
August 1939 1 to May 

1942,2 33months _______ 17.6 0,53 31.7 0.96 
January 1N1 a to May 

1942, 16 months________ 15.1 • £4 22.3 1. 39 
May 1!142 to May 1!:43,• 

12 months_____________ 7.8 ,65 5. 4 .45 
May 1943 to March 1945, 

22months_____________ 1.4 . 06 1.2 .05 

'1 Last month before outbreak of war in Europe. 
2 Month in which general maximum price regulation 

became effective. 
a Base month of Little Steel formula. 
• Month preceding launching of price program under 

the "hold the line'! order. 
Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

W"ith so much money in circulation, 
there is little doubt that many people 
are paying illegal prices and that some 
of these illegal prices may not be re
flected in the cost of living index, al
though the Bureau of Labor Statistics 
prides itself on getting actual prices, 
not merely the legal ceiling prices, in 

charting the changes in the cost of liv
ing. But making all allowances that · 
we will the record in holding the line 
against inflation is a remarkably good 
one, and we all ought to recognize this 
and give credit where credit is due. 

The other day an item in Leonard 
Lyons' syndicated column struclc my eye 
and made me stop and think about our 
record on inflation control. The item 
described how Leon Henderson, former 
0. P. A. Administrator, went to Chin~ 
to give expert advice to the Chinese 
Government on how to handle the C~1i
nese inflation problem. While in Chung
king Mr. Henderson heard he could buy 
silk stockings, and he searched around 
for a pair. He was finally offered a pair 
of rayons for $32 in American money. 
The price in Chinese money was not 
stated, but it probably would have re
quired a trucKload of currency to nego.
tiate the transaction. When Mr. Hen
derson examined them, he found them -
marked with this label: "0. P. A. Ceiling 
Price, 95 cents." 

The ratio between 95 cents and $32 
measures our relative success in control
ling wartime inflation. It measures the 
difference between a country where 
money has value and a dollar is still 
a dollar, and a country where currency -
has become a cheap form of wallpaper. 

In our own country we had something 
like the Chinese experience of runaway 
inflati'on. Vve had it at the time of the 
War of the Revolution, and from that 
time dates the expression, "not worth a 
continental." Our history books tell us 
how seriously Washington's struggle to 
carry on the war was handicapped by 
the inflation of prices and the deprecia
tion of the paper of the Continental 
Congress. Our history books also tell 
us how, when the Constitution was estab
lished, our young Republic had to pay· 
off the inflated costs of the war in hard · 
taxes and real money. That brings me 
to the record that has been achieved by 
the 0. P. A. in preventing the dissipa
tion of our W£~,r appropriations and war 
expenditures through inflated, prices. 

We do not have to compare the record 
of the 0. P. A. in holding down war ex
penditures with such extreme cases as 
the inflation in China or the inflation 
during our War of the Revolution. All 
we need to do is to compare the record 
in this war with the record in World War 
No. 1. It has been estimated that if we 
had been no more su'ccessful in holding 
down prices in this war than was the 
case in the last war, the extra cost of this 
war to the Government-and that means 
to you and me and to all other taxpay
ers-would have amounted to $80,000,-
000,000 up to the end of 1944. Even in 
these days of astronomical sums, that is 
not pin money. 

Mr. President, at this point I ask unan
imous consent to have printed in the 
REcORD as a part of my remarks a table 
shovJing the comparative increases in 
prices over 4 years of two ·world Wars. 
which was made a part of a speech de
livered by me before this body on Novem
ber 29, 1943. 

There being no objection, the table was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 
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Comparative price increases over 4 year of 2 

world wars 

Cost of living, total a ____________ • __ 

Food (61 items) ______________ _ 
Clothing (111 items) __________ _ 
Housefurnishings (39 items)~--

Wholesale prices, total (889 items)_ 

Raw materials (111 items)__ __ ~ 
Semimanufactures (99 items) __ 
Finished products (679 items)_ 
Industrial commodities 4 (709 

items) -----------------------
Selected manufactured items: 

Steel plates (tank) _______ _ 
Copper ingots ___________ _ _ 

~~;~ t\~~kets_~~~~~=~=~=== 
Cotton hosiery (men's) ___ _ 
Blue denims __ ------------

Prices received by farmers for all 
commodities ___ -----------------

Prices received by farmers for 58 foods _________ ___________ _ 
Eelected agricultural items: 

Cattle _________ ------ _____ _ 
Hogs ___ _________ ,_------- __ 
Cotton ____ ------------- __ _ 
1\1ilk __ --- -----------------Butter fat_ _______________ _ 

Wheat__------------------
Corn ___ _____ ------------ __ 

Prices paid by farmers for 174 
commodities and for interest and taxes __ _________________ _ 

1 July 1914 to July 1918. 

1914-18 1939-43 

w~?£i~. 1 w!0£J~. 2 • 
(percent (percent 

price price 
increase)' increase)2 

50.3 24.9 
------

63.9 46.7-
85.3 28.5 
77.2 24.8 

------
96.1 37.5 ------

102.1 69.5 
131.3 24.7 
87.6 26.0 

22.4 21.2 

187.4 -0 
90.3 14.0 
76. 1 0 

164.7 a 50.0 
132.3 a 71.9 
214.8 74.5 

------
91 119 ------
78 116 

58 89 
102 150 
127 128 
46 94 
73 122 

165 133 
106 139 

•71 24· 

2 August 1939 to August 1943. 
3 Rent and fuel, not available by months. 
4 All commodities other than farm products and foods. 
a To May 1943, the latest available. . 
61914 to 1918. not available for World War No.1 period. 

Source: Farm. prices, Bureau of Agricultural Eco-
nomics; others, Bureau o: Labor Statistics. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, as we 
look forward to the future, it is not the 
saving in money costs of the war that 
should be uppermost in our minds, but 
the preservation of a sound economy 
for the postwar period. On this, as I 
have already stated, our record so far 
has been remarkably good. But, un
fortunately, this is a problem on which 
we cannot merely stand on our record .. 
We must see the thing through to the 
end, or all the good that we have accom
plished so far with so much strain and 
effort will be lost. 

We inust see the job of price control 
through to the end; and the end means 
not merely the end of the war in Europe, 
not merely the end of all fighting in 
the Pacific, but the end of all inflationary 
threats, and the end of all the war-de
veloped scarcities. 

That is the critical test wihch we face 
from now on. It is a critical test because 
the dramatic tie-up between price con
trol and the success of the military effort 
tends to disappear, and because the feel
ing is spreading among many people that 
the need for price control is about over. 

This is the moment which has been 
chosen by various pressure groups to 
exploit the weak and soft spots in the 
price-control program for the purpose of 
wrecking our whole apparatus of con
trols. 

Mr. President, I have no desire to gloss 
over the blacket market in meat or the 
black market in any commodity. It is a 
serious threat to the continued effective-
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ness of price control. We must pitch in 
with all constructive efforts to curb it. 
I believe that Mr. Bowles' new 10-point 
meat program is a long step in that di
rection, but I am ready to support even 
more drastic and more stringent pro
grams if they prove necessary. But 
frankly, what alarms me in much of the 
testimony, and in some of the proposals · 
made as a result of congressional food 
investigations, is the doctrine that the _ 
way to eliminate black marltets is to raise 
prices all down the line. If we do that 
for meat, we shall have to do the same 
for all other industrial groups. There is 
not a single industry, no matter how 
prosperous a showing it makes on its in
come-tax statements, that does not com
plain that it is being pinched by price 
control. 

During the height of the war struggle, 
the Congress recognized that we cou1d 
not set price ceilings in the way that 
tariff rates . were set · in the old days, 
namely, by logrolling of pressure groups. 
Today, however, that idea finds favor. 
Why? It seems to me it is because the 
basic public awareness of the $.nger of 
inflation has lessened. There -lias been 
a let-down in the public press re that 
has kept pressure groups in check~. 

That is the most alarming aspect o{ 
the whole situation. It is incumbent on 
all Members of the Congress. to combat 
the trend of apathy and indifference to 
the inflation problem. Let us recall what 
happened after the last war. About 40 
percent of the total inflation of the last 
war took place after the Armistice, after 
the fighting had stopped, after we re
moved price controls. Prices went up 
fast in 1919, but in the ensuing crash of 
1920 and 1921 they came down even fas
ter, and they came down hard. From 
the peak inflated levels, wholesale prices 
dropped 45 percent in 20 months. and 
farm prices more than 50 percent in only 
13 months. Factory pay rolls shrank 44 
percent, and unemployment increased by 
five and one-half million. Peak corpoxa
tion profits turned into losses, and. busi· 
ness failures rose 40 percent above Pi·e
war· rates. Farmers' incomes were cut 
by two-thirds, and nearly half a million 
farm owners lost their farms by fore
closure during the next 5 years. 

Unless we watch carefully, that is what 
will hap19en again. That is why I agreed 
with the statement of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. TAFT] at a recent hearing that 
"price control must be continued · after 
the war." Not•only must price contrOl 
be continued, but there must be no let: 
down in its enforcement, and there must 
be no let-down in the vigor with which 
we hold the line. 

It is always the last lap of the race, the 
last round of the fight that determines . 
the outcome. We are coming up now for 
the last round in the stabilization fight. 
When the American people realize this
and I am sure they will-they will not 
quit on this round. They will put on the 
same whirlwind finish on the home front 
that our boys are putting on in the war 
fronts of Europe and the Pacific. 

RECESS TO THURSDAY 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I move that 
the Senate take a recess until 12 o'clock 
noon on Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 
o'clock and 26 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until Thursday, May 10, 
1945, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Execut~ve nominations confirmed by 
the Senate May 7 <legislative day of April 
16)' 1945: 

· FOREIGN SERVICE 
Spruille Braden to be Ambassador Extraor

dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to Argentina. 

Edward A. Dow, Jr., to be a consul of the 
United States of America. 

Laurence C. Frank to be a Foreign Service 
officer of class 4, a secretary in the Diplomatic 
Service, and a consul general of the United 
States of America. 

POSTMASTER GENERAL 
Robert E. Hannegan to be Postmaster Gen

eral, effective July 1, 194:5. 

IN THE ARMY 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 

UNITED STATES 
(The nominations of James Hart Rotten

roth and others for promotion in the Regu
lar Army of the United States, which were 
received by the Senate on April 30, 1945, which 
appear in full at the end of the Senate pro
ceedings Of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for 
that date, under the caption "Nominations," 
beginning on p. 3946 and ending on p. 3949 
with the name of George Jefferson McMurry.). 

POSTMASTERS 
ARKANSAS 

Martin A. Gassner, Alexander. 

CALIFORNIA 
Floyd V. Wike, Bryte. 
Logan P. White, Lancaster. 
Thomas S. Powell, Orosi. 
Robert A. Bates, Roseville. 
Elsie R. Wiseman, Standard. 
Bonnie F . Rodenbaugh, Winterhaven. 
Maxwell F. Buffum, Yreka. 

IDAHO . 
Maye Burns, Osburn. 

INDIANA 
Eva A. Thompson, Chesterfield. 
Ferd B. Koenig, Etna Green. 
James W. Shafor, Franl{fort. 
Leslie C. Weigle, Fremont. 
Nellie K. Kownover, Granger. 
Bernard H. McCann, Lawrenceburg. 
Fred M. Hoppas, Sidney. 

KENTUCKY 
Glenn F. Hozendorf, Coral Ridge. 

LOUISIANA 
Charles A. Batton, Dubberly. 
Louis A. Dubreuil, ·Marrero. 
Robert W. Human, Sulphur. 
Roy M. Taylor, Wi:imsboro. 

MAINE 
Ida M. Packard, Bethel. 
Evarist e A. Chenard, Chisholm. 
Margaret I. Colby, Coopers Mills. 

MINNEEOTA 
Alice Lucille Wood, Cass Lake. 
Shirley M. Anderson, Evan. 
Mildred A. Olson, Harris. 
Jay P. Mortenson, Lyle. 

MISSOURI 
Geraldine T. Johnson, Ash Grove. 
Raymond Nickles, Fair Play. 
Roy F. Irvin, Festus. 
Ruth J. Tate, Grain Valley. 
Cordie Opal Price, Green Castle. 
Jesse J. Ayer, Lancaster. 
David M. ·weems, Neosho. 
Hazel A. Pollock, Powersville. 
Hubert B. Brown, Slater. 

/ 
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NEVADA 

Nettie W. Wills, Goldfield. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Raymond L. Jenkins, Reeds Ferry. 

NEW MEXICO 

Pearl Komfala, Gamerco. 
Meliton Struck, Ranches of Taos. 

OKLAHOMA 

William Trigg Music, Elk City. 

OREGON 

Donald R. Muth, Empire. 
Harold M. Laws, Rogue River. 

TEXAS 

Andrew J. LeRibeus, Angleton. 
Collier M. Yeury, Howe. 
Louella Elam, Milano. 
Willie E. Warren, Paint Rock. 
Donald E. Williams, Seagraves. 
Ward 0. Barker, Sulphur Bluff. 

VERMONT 

Edward J. Duzinski, Essex Junction. 
Alice C. FitzSimonds, Underhill. 

VIRGINIA 

JesseN. Cahoon, Clifton Forge. 

W ASHIN.GTON 

Clare F. Lee, Colville. 
George A. Bremner, Jr., Lynden, 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Hugh A. Christie, Everettville, 
Lindsey C. Foster, Pennsboro. 
Ethel N. Tuggle, Peterstown. 
Jack R. Michael, Prichard. 
Fred A. Williams, Princeton. 
Grace Watkins, Seth. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MONDAY, MAY 7, 1945 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker. 

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pas
tor of the Gunton · Temple Memorial 
Presbyterian Church, Washington, D. C., 
offered the following prayer: 

Most merciful and gracious God, we 
pray that Thou wilt expand our hearts 
with gratitude, for in Thy benevolent 
goodness we find an abundant supply 
for our many needs, strength for every 
tasl::, wisdom for the solution of every 
problem, and consolation for every sor
row. 

We thank Thee for the glorious as
surance that we are all the children of 
Thy love and the subjects of Thy king
dom. Grant unto the members of the 
human family the grace to live together 
in the bonds of amity and brotherhood, 
seeking for one another those blessings 
which none can ever find or enjoy alone. 

Enlarge our minds with a more eager 
spirit to help those for whom the strug
gle of life is so difficult. May we have 
the vision to see their point of view with 
sympathy and understanding, lest we 
become haughty in our judgments and 
hardened with self-interest and per
sonal aggrandizement. 

We pray for our President, our 
Speaker, and all of the chosen Repre
sentatives of our beloved country. Grant 
that they may be the honored servants 
of the Lord to hasten that glorious day 
of prediction when there shall be peace 
upon this earth. We thank l'hee for 

this day of gladness. May it be a day 
of penitence and of praise, of commemo
ration and of consecration when we 
shall dedicate ourselves to the fulfillment 
of that time when man everywhere shall 
be brought into a glad and willing obe
dience to the Prince of Peace. 

Hear us in the name of Christ our 
friend and elder brother. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
Friday, May 4, 1945, was read and ap
proved. 

RECESS OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that it may be 
in order during the remainder of the 
day lor the Speaker to declare such re- . 
ces'5 as he may desire, the reconvening 
of the House to be subject to the call of 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts? · 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I do this for the purpose of making an 
inquiry as to the object of this request 
and aslQ for any detail that the gentle
man mi''ght like to give us. 

Mr. McCORMACK. In the event the 
hoped-for proclamation from an official 
angle -of VE-day has arrived, I thought 
it might be that the Speaker would de
sire to have the House stand in recess. 
There are many rumors. The leader
ship; as far as I am able to ascertain, 
has nothing definite, although it is 
hoped that the official announcement 
may be made possibly some time during 
the afternoon, in which event the 
Speaker may desire to have the House 
stand in recess. 

The SPEAKER. Permit the Chair to 
make this statement: The Chair has been 
in communication with the VJhite House 
this morning. The Chair knows noth
ing more than any other Member of the 
House. But in case the President of the 
United States issues a proclamation this 
afternoon it will be on the air and the 
Chair has arranged that the Members 
may remain in their seats to hear this 
proclamation. The Chair thinks it 
would be wise, therefore, for the House 
to be in recess for this reason. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Is it 
the understanding that after the proc
lamation comes, if it does come, we are 
going to continue to work for the rest 
of the day? 

Mr. McCORMACK. 'Phat is our in
tention. I hope the House will concur 
in the thought that we go ahead with 
the work of the day as an example for 
the rest of the country. The House 
should c<;mtinue to carry on its regular 
work even if the official announcement is 
made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
agree with the gentleman that we should 
set a good example here. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I thank the gen
tleman. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, and I shall not, I won
der if it is the intention of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to have the bells 
rung so that the Members. will know 
when to be here. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I think it is the 
understanding that the usual 15-minute 
notice will be given. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, the Chair 
will give the 15-minute notice of the 
reassembling, but the Chair might not 
receive notice until 5 or 10 minutes be
fore thl President goes on the air, if he 
does go on today. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Under those cir
cumstances, I am sure the gentleman 
from Mississippi and the other Members 
of the House realize that it is best to leave 
that to the discretion of the Speaker. 

Mr. RANKIN. But the bells will be 
rung? 

Mr. McCORMACK. No matter what 
notice is given, that is something that 
could very easily be done, and I assume 
will be done. 

The SPEAKER. The bells will be 
rung. They will ring five times for there
cess . . That should be notice to the Mem
bers that we are standing in recess for a 
specific purpose. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, further reserving the right to 
object, I do so only to ask the majority 
leader and possibly the Chair if they 
feel it would be proper and fitting under 
the circumstances for Members to with
hold any remarks they might feel they 
wanted to make on this occasion until 
after the President's proclamation has 
been made? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Of course, that is 
a matter of discretion for each individual 
member, and I would not want to under
take to express an opinion on that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
WAR DEPARTMENT REDEPLOTimNT PLAN 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, in view of certain statements 
appearing in the press referring to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for not 
to exceed 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has talked 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ANDREWS] and thinks that under the cir
cumstances, due to an injustice to the 
gentleman, the Chair is justified in 
breaking the 1-minute rule and enter
taining the request that he may proceed 
for 10 minutes. 

Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There \Vas no objection. 
Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr. 

Spea.ker, within the last few days there 
has been certain publicity in the press 
referring to members of the Committee 
on Military Affairs of the H<mse of Rep
resentatives :which I regard as most un
fortunate. My own opinion is that none 
of the information revealed was of a 
serious nature or even unknown, but it is 
unfortunate that in the time element of 
that publicity it came when it did, and 
not until the official War D2partment 
statement on redeployment had been 
made. 

On Friday morning, like a number of 
other Members of Congress, I made a 
radio record in the sound studios here 
for transmission to New York State stu-
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